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CURRENT TOPICS. 


a 


is unvERstoop that the meetings of the Rule Committee of 
sare virtually at an end, and that the code of revised and 
dated Rules of the Supreme Court will be signed next week. 
ules will come into operation on October 24. 


oF 





BELIEVE there is some probability that the Lorp Curr 
E will visit Canada during his transatlantic tour, and we learn 
‘the Canadian journals that a committee has been appointed to 
ize a dinner to be given by the bar of that country in 
ir of their visitor. 





B CORRESPONDENT who has written to the Times tocall attention to 
called block in Mr. Justice Norru’s court, stating that that 
pis now hearing actions set down more than a year ago, appears 
ye forgotten that no actions are set down before that judge. His 
j fed only by transfers, and his work consists in relieving the 
gp of the four other judges in the Chancery Division from the 
which, but for his assistance, would in those four courts be 
reater than it now is. 





N INTERESTING STATEMENT was made by Mr. Justice Denman, on 
28th ult., in giving judgment discharging a rule for a new 
(in the case of Goddard and wife v. North Metropolitan 
mways Company. The learned judge quoted the well-known 
‘of Solomon v. Bitten, (L.R. 8 Q. B. D. 176), where the 
t of Appeal, consisting of the late Masrrr of the Rotts, and 
# Justices Brerr and Corron, are reported to have said that 
prule on which a new trial should be granted, on the ground 
ithe verdict was unsatisfactory as being against the weight of 
pnce, ought to depend upon the question whether the verdict 
uch as reasonable men ought to have come to;” and said that, 
iswer to inquiries by some of the judges, Sir Grorce Jxsse 
@ated that the report was not correct; what was said was 
tthe rule should depend upon whether the verdict was such as 
lable men might have come to. This substitution of the 
i ‘ might” for “‘ ought,” makes, of course, a vast difference in 
le as to motions for new trials laid down by the Court of 





" rEsuLT of the meeting of the Incorporated Law Society on 
lay showed that our observations last week expressed the views 
@ great body of members; and the letter of our Liverpool 


spc ndent this week confirms the opinion we expressed. The 
fl are evidently fully aware of the need which exists for a 
mgh overhauling of the relations between the society and the 
;and we believe they may be trusted to suggest the needful 
The question has now shifted to the election of candidates 

Y poly the approaching vacancies in the council. This journal 
inly cannot be accused of partiality to the present council. 
have thought that on some few occasions they have committed 
Ssurprising mistakes, and we have never hesitated to tell 
80; we therefore claim the authority attaching to unbiassed 
mony when we say that we concur in the expression of 
lence with which the resolution passed at the recent meeting 
prefaced. If the present council have not always acted as 
yor as vigilantly as they might have done, we believe it will 
iitted that the society never had a more influential voice in 
es affecting the profession contemplated by the highest legal 
irities than at present; this, at all events, must be placed to 





the credit of the council. We have not been accustomed to discuss 
the merits of the candidates for the vacancies on the council, 
because those of our readers who are members of the society are 
generally perfectly well able to estimate these for themselves, 
but it appears to us desirable, in the interests of the profession, 
to enforce just now Asranam Lincoxy’s homely adage, that it isnot 
very wise ‘‘to swop horses when you are crossing the stream.” 
When an altered code of procedure and scale of costs are about 
to come into operation, it is important that the council should be 
efficient and united, and that they should do nothing to 
forfeit the influence which their general action in the past has given 
them; so that they shall be able to obtain a favourable hearing 
for representations directed towards removing the various points 
of friction which are sure to arise when the new machine is 
set to work. If experience in the work of the council is of an 
value as a recommendation for a candidate, it ought to weig 
heavily at present; if it is at all times important that the council 
should work well together, it is especially important at pre- 
sent. 





Ir THE pectston of Mr. Justice Pearson in Jn re Harman and 
Uxbridge and Rickmansworth Railway Oompany is correctly 
reported in the Weekly Notes (p. 123), we shall find some difficulty 
in explaining its grounds, unless by supposing that the true object 
of a summons under the Vendor and Purchaser Act is to obtain a 
declaration that any title whatever isa good one. In 1840 some 
land was mortgaged, without anything to show that the mortgagee 
was not beneficially entitled to the mortgage-money. He died in 
1842, having devised and bequeathed everything to three trustees 
upon certain trusts, to whom also he devised his trust and mort- 
gage estates. One only, his widow, proved the will and 
acted as trustee; and in 1854 she obtained a foreclosure decree 
absolute. In 1865 she conveyed the property, without any con- 
sideration, to three strangers as joint tenants, reciting that her 
husband had held the money secured by the mortgage on an account 
under which they solely were entitled thereto. These persons con- 
veyed to the vendor in the present case, who had contracted to sell 
the property to the railway company. On the title being 
disclosed, the company made two objections—(1) that the recital 
in the deed of 1865 was not sufficient proof that the original mort- 
gagee had not been beneficially entitled to the mortgage-money, 
and that, supposing him to have been so entitled, a mere convey- 
ance by the trustee would not exclude the claim of the cestuis que 
trustent ; (2) that there was nothing to show that the three per- 
sons from whom the present vendor had purchased the property, 
and whose position seemed to be that of trustees appointed to suc- 
ceed the original mortgagee in his trust, had any power 
of sale. Mr. Justice Pxarson overruled the be gear! 
apparently upon the ground that the above-mentioned recital 
had been framed to keep the trusts on which the property was 
held off the conveyance; and that, unless this device was 
allowed to succeed in its object, the result would be to compel all 
persons in the above-mentioned widow’s position to commence an 
administration action. There is no probability that this decision 
will be appealed from ; because it suits both sides very well. The 
company are willing purchasers, and have no desire to raise diffi- 
culties of which the only result would be to force them to substi- 
tute the delay and expense of a compulsory sale for a voluntary 
one. At the same time, if the case should get in the reports, and 
should attract general notice, it may be expected to cause some 
little commotion in Lincoln’s-inn. The decision seems to have 
gone expressly upon the assumption that the persons from whom the 
present vendor had purchased were trustees, and yet to have 
omitted to take any notice of the fact that they were not shown to 
have had any power of sale. Can there be an idea floating about, 
that the Conveyancing Act or the Settled Land Act has given an 
“implied” power of sale to all trustees indiscriminately ? ‘ 
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Iy tHE EVENT of a new trial being granted in the ease of Belt v. 
Lawes, and such new trial taking “place; it is very much to be 
desired that as far as possible the’ proceedings’ should, in future, be 
prevented from assuming 80 much of the’ character of a popular 
exhibition as they did on the occasion of the former trial. We 
must confess we hardly know how the evil is to be entirely pre- 
vented ; but we think every one who feels any concern for the 
dignity of an English court of justice will admit that the appear- 
ance of the court on the last occasion was not edifying. Hoving 
regard to the subject-matter of the inquiry, it may be inevitable, 
however ludicrous the effect, that the bench should be confronted 
with the torso of a gigantic undraped female in the attitude of one 
apparently appealing to heaven (and not without reason) against 
the indelicacy of the situation in which she finds herself placed ; 
and that the august forms of the presiding judge and the associates 
and other officials should be dwarfed and obscured by a forest of 
colossal representations of clerical dignitaries, artistic celebrities, 
dowager peeresses, lord mayors, lieutenant-generals, and such like. 
But it hardly seems to be unavoidable that the body of the court should 
be almost entirely filled, to the exclusion of the bar, with female 
spectators, who come, as they might to a popular lecture on science 
or some other fashionable entertainment, with knitting and other 

¢y work and luncheon baskets. We do not in the least suggest 
that any blame attaches to any one for the state of things on the 
last trial. It was perhaps impossible to foresee what an amount of 
popular interest would be excited, and in the then existing courts 
tt was difficult to make effective provision for regulatimg the 


tidmission of the pe nee And, moreover, the kind of thing, though, | 


perhaps, never beforé so strikingly exemplified, had become 
traditional as a concomitant of a' sensational trial at Westminster. 
Now we have new courts it is a good opportunity for breaking in 
upon objectionable traditions. The arrangements of the new courts 
will certainly assist to prevent a second trial from degenerating into 
quite such an unseemly exhibition as the first trial, if proper in- 
structions are given to the officials. The seats which are’ appro- 
priated to the general public are now separated from the body of 
the court and removed from immediate proximity to the bench and 
the bar, and will, consequently, perhaps, not prove so attractive to 
the more elevated classes of female sightseers. "We do hope that, 
in the event of a new trial, the presiding judge, or whatever 
authority determines such matters, will be sternly deaf to all 
entreaties from the fair sex for admittance to the body of the court. 
Judges and officials are, after all, but men, and it is, no 
doubt, very difficult to present an obdurate front to the 
not unnatural curiosity of feminine belongings and of 
charming and distinguished friends and acquaintances; but 
if the small end of the wedge is admitted, it is almost impossible 
to prevent it from being driven home; and the result is that the 
administration of justice becomes'a spectacle for loungers and the 
theme of gossiping partizanship. It may be said that no great 


harm is done by allowing society to be amused and to gratify its 
curiosity with regard to a case which excites its interest. We do 


not know that any great directly appreciable harm is done. But 
the same observations would apply to many things that would be 
recognized as distinctly unseemly. A prize-fight once took place 
in a proprietary chapel, and we do not know that when the place 
was put straight again, to quote from a popular poem, “‘any one 
seemed a penny the worse.” But, to our thinking, it interests the 
body politic that, as a general rule, the feeling of reverence should 
be preserved in relation to matters that, in substance, are matters 
of serious import, such as the administration of justice. A little 
harmless jocularity and amusement must often be occasioned by 
matters incidental to trials at Wisi Prius, and of this we do not 
in the least complain. We have no respect for the mock solemn. 
But est modus in rebus, and we think that the proceedings in a 
court of justice should be for weeks a stirring popular entertain- 
ment is not desirable. 





Tat oprovus Fasuion of speech which seems to regard the signing 
of a deed as equivalent to its execution has for some time past been 
extending its ravages, like the phylloxera, with frightful rapidity, 
and seems to be in a fair way of firmly establishing its footing in 
the Law Reports. Thus, at p. 279 of the current number, we 
read how somebody claimed to have 4 deed eaticelled, on the ground 
that “his signature” had been procured by undue influence; and 





|on the prisoner’s behalf for the consideration af the Court for 






at p. 280 we are told under what circumstances he “ signed 
deed.” If these’ expressions happen to be the ipsissima 
used by the parties in giving evidence, they may, ADs. 
be justified as dramatically correct, though legally Pie 
But there is nothing in the statement of the case to indica 
that the language is anything but the choice of the 

though he must, of course, be well aware that signing 4 
deed is not a clearly necessary ceremony, unless in the case-ofy. 
deed executed by virtue of any particular statute which exp 
prescribes signing. We venture to indulge the hope that he ani 
his learned colleagues may be induced to leave such phraseology ty 
the spheres in which it had its origin. There is no sphere whichit 
is fitted to adorn; but, in the mouths of laymen, it is less outa 
place than in: the pages of the Law Reports. ‘ 





THE CORRESPONDENT who wrote last week as to the delay iy 
announcing the result of the last ‘‘ Final” Examination, write 
again to inform us that one at least of the candidates heard» 
early as Tuesday last the result of the examination as regards 
himself, but that the majority of the canilidates were still in 
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suspense when he wrote on Thursday afternoon. herd 
copy 
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THE GAZETTE AS EVIDENCE OF PRO. § jorisi 
CEEDINGS IN BANKRUPTCY. evedir 

A Recexr decision of the Court for the Consideration of Crown onder 
Cases Reserved, reported in the Times of the 3rd ult. (The Queem pabli 
y. Lowe), has been the cause of considerable surprise to many rc 
members of the profession. The facts of the case, as reported im ‘nd 
the Times, were as follows:—The prisoner was indicted’ for ogen 
offences alleged to have been committed by him under the Debtow the de 
Act, 1869. It was proved upon the trial that early in January, of th 


1874, he being then a trader at Chesterfield, sold his effects 
auction, received the proceeds of the sale, and immediately 
the neighbourhood without paying his debts or disclosing his 
address: A bankruptcy petition was thereupon presented against 
him ir the Chesterfield County Court, and on the 25th of Margh, 
1874, the court made an order that the publication of a noticed 
the petition in the London Gazette should be deemed serviced 
the petition om the prisoner. On the file of proceedings produced 
at the trial there appeared an entire page of the London Gazette, 
of the 31st of March, 1874, containing the notice, and bearing th 
seal of the court, also euttings from two local newspapers of th 
same notice, with a memorandum subscribed giving the names d 
the newspapers, and the date when the notice was inserted. The 
prisoner did not appear according to the notice, and there was ™ 
evidence that it had come to his knowledge. He was adjudge 
bankrupt on the 22nd of April, 1874, and a first meeting of] 
creditors was held on the 20th of May, 1874, at which a truste 
was appointed, and the registrar’s certificate of his appointmat 
given. The 17th of June was fixed for the public examination d 
the bankrupt, but he did not attend, and the examination wis 
adjourned sine die. On the 19th of November the court. o: 

the trustee to presecute the bankrupt, and in May, 1876, 
warrant was issued for his apprehension, but he was not tet 
until February, 1883.’ Whilst in custody he was examined @ 
oath touching his affairs by the trustee (who administered. th 
oath), and such examination was reduced into writing at the tims 
and signed by the prisoner. The examination was tendered # 
evidence by the prosecutor. Twe questions of law were raised # 
the trial on the prisoner’s behalf—first, that the page alleged # 
be part of the London Gazette, of the 31st of March, 1874, did 
not contain the imprint of any printer, or purport to be publighél 
by authority, and, therefore, should not be admitted in evidemse; 
and, secondly, that the prisoner’s deposition on his examination 
the trustee should not be admitted in eviderfte, because the trust 
had no authority to administer the oath or examine the prisoit 
on the charge for which he was arrested while, he was in cust 
on such charge. The Court of Quarter Sessions admitted # 
evidence both the of the London Gazette and the prisoné 
examination, and he was convicted and sentenced, the Co 
Quarter Sessions, however, reserving the questions of law f 
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(sideration of Crown Cases Reserved, and discharging the 
prisoner on bail to appear at the next quarter sessions. The case 
’ to the court concluded by stating that if the page of 
the London Gagette and the prisoner’s examination, or either of 
them, were wrongly admitted in evidence on his trial, then the 
q@aviction was to be quashed, but otherwise was to be affirmed. 
The Zimes’ report states the very ominous fact that “no counsel 
— on the case. The learned judges conferred together, 
th 


and en Lord Coleridge said they were all of opinion that the 
ay ty I evidence given of the page of the Gazette was not admissible ; 
ich it (that it would be dangerous to allow such evidence of mere ‘‘cut- 
utot fm tings” from the Gazette unexplained; and, without going into the 
’ @& other point, they thought this was fatal, and accordingly the 
gonviction was set aside. 
We think it is unfortunate that, on such a question as this, the 
y in qurt should not have had the assistance of counsel to call their 
rites, attention to the various sections and rules upon the point, and we 
rd gy, cant but think that, if such assistance had been given, the 
rards decision would have been otherwise. Section 107 of the Bank- 
kin ™Ptcy Act, 1869, provides that, “any petition, or copy of a peti- 
tion, any order, or copy of an order, made by any court having 
jurisdiction in bankruptcy, and any other instrument or 
copy of an instrument, affidavit, or document, made or used in the 
eourse of any bankruptcy proceedings, . . . may, if any such 
instrument appears to be sealed with the seal of any court having 
RO- BH jurisdiction, . . . be receivable in evidence in all legal pro- 
eedings whatever.” Section 10 also provides that, “a copy of an 
own ter of the court adjudging the debtor to be bankrupt shall be 
‘ueey 4 Mblished in the London Gazette, and be advertised locally in such 
manner (if any) as may be prescribed, and the date of such order 
red thall be the date of the adjudication for the purposes of this Act, 
for ind the production of a copy of the Gazette containing such order 
bts A aforesaid shall be conclusive evidence in all legal proceedings of 
the debtor having been duly adjudged a bankrupt, and of the date 
2 of the adjudication.” Rule 61 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1870, 
‘a tikes provision for substituted service of a debtor’s summons or 
his bankruptcy petition, and the concluding portion of the rule states 
ian that, “in the case of a petition, the court may order that a notice 
al, according to the form in the schedule, be gazetted, requiring the 
a debtor to appear at the hearing of the petition on the day named, 
wa being not less than fourteen days after the publication of the notice, 
al and that such notice shall be deemed to be served on the debtor.” 
ts, Then rule 13 is of the utmost importance, but there is nothing in 
the the report to show that the attention of the court was in any way 
; fhe directed to it. It provides that, “‘in lieu of attaching a copy of 
Bi the London Gazette to the proceedings in each bankruptcy or other 
The thatter, the registrar shall file with the proceedings the page of the 
a4 Gazette in which the advertisement occurs, and in case of an adver- 
tiement in a local paper, he shall file the advertisement with a 
des Methorandum of the name of the paper and date of its publica- 
vied tion ; and for this purpose one copy of every London Gazette, and 
“a tf each local newspaper in which any notice in any matter of bank- 
ed Tuptey in such court is inserted, shall be left with the registrar by 
ne the person inserting the notice.” 
ore ‘ow, in the first place, we submit that the Court of Quarter 


Sessions was wrong in allowing the question of the publication of 
the notice for substituted service to be raised at all upon the trial, 
tid that, the county court having made an order of adjudication, 
sich order could not be questioned in any legal proceedings upon 
such a ae as the one reised. The 61st rule, to which we have 

» Clearly gave the county court power to adjudicate, 
being satisfied that certain requirements had been complied with, 
ind such adjudication must be taken to be final and binding unless 
id until set aside by the proper court, either upon appeal or 
+ gm application. Section 10, which we have also quoted, is 
urand express, that the notice of the adjudication in the Gazette 
is conclusive evidence in all legal proceedings of the adjudication 
having been duly made ; and the Court of Appeal held, in Ex parte 
Learoyd, Re Foulds (27 W. R. 277, L. R. 10 Ch. D. 3), that 
this applied, not only as against the debtor, but even as against 
strangers to the bankruptcy. It appears to us, therefore, that upon 
the trial all that was necessary in order to prove the adjudication 
Was the production of the Gazette containing the copy of the order 
tf adjudication, and this proof being forthcoming, the question of 
er proper notices had been given previous to the adjudica- 
e terial. But the case does not state whether a 
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copy of the Gazette containing a copy of the order of adjudication 
was produced upon the trial or not, although it is clear that the 
file of proceedings was put in evidence, and we think we may 
safely assume that upon the file a page only of the Gazette con- 
taining the copy order of adjudication appeared. Probably, 
therefore, the case submitted was wrong only in stating the point 
upon the Gazette containing the notice for substituted service of 
the petition instead of upon the one contaiming a copy of the order 
of adjudication, and we will consider the point reference to 
the latter. 

It is clear that the county court, in filing only the page of the 
Gazette, was acting in strict accordance with rule 13, which we 
have already quoted. But it does not necessarily follow from this 
that the production of the page filed is a sufficient compliance with 
section 10, which requires “‘the production of a copy of the Gazette 
containing” the order. It is somewhat strange that, although 
from the wording of the rule—viz., “in lieu of attaching a copy 
of the London Gazette to the proceedings in bankruptcy or other 
matter, the registrar shall file,” &e.—it would appear that there is 
something in the Act requiring the Gazette to be filed, there is 
nothing of the kind contained in it. That rule, therefore, is the 
only provision in either the Act or Rules which requires the filing 
of the prints of any notices. The page of the Gazette containings 
copy of the order of adjudication having, however, been filed, we 
may also, we think, safely assume that, like the page of the Gazette 
referred to in the case, it would bear the seal of the county court, 
and that being so, the question would be whether it was a copy of a 
‘document made or used in the course of” the proceedings within 
section 107, so as to “‘ be receivable in evidence in all legal proceed- 
ings whatever.” If so, then it would be properly admissible on the 
trial of the bankrupt, and the adjudication id be rye g of 
proved thereby. The point is certainly open to argument on 
sides, and it is therefore much to be that the case we 
have been discussing was not argued before the judges, when a 
binding decision might have been obtained. Our own view is, as 
we have already intimated, that the page of the Gazette upon the 
file would come within the provisions of the section, and be re- 
ceivable in evidence. The decision, howéver, of the court, although 
upon a different notice, would equally apply to the Gazette con- 
taining a copy of the order of adjudication, and that decision is 
against the views we have expressed. But, in the absence of any 
argument upon the point, or anything to show that attention was 
drawn to the sections and rules we have referred to, the decision 
cannot be accepted as satisfactory or binding. 








LIABILITY FOR DAMAGE DONE BY 
ANIMALS STRAYING FROM A HIGH- 
WAY. 


We observe that Tillett y. Ward (31 W. R. 197, L. R. 10 Q. B. D. 
17), the celebrated case of the ‘‘ ox in the ironmonger’s,” has been 
lately made the subject of discussion in a Scottish legal contem- 
porary. We discussed the decision in this case some time ago. 
We did not take a very strong view, but, on the whole, we were 
disposed to think the decision right. A writer in the Scottish 
Journal of Jurisprudence obviously disagrees with us, and thinks 
the decision wrong. This tempts us to make some further obser- 
vations by way of reply. In case our readers should not remem- 
ber the facts, we ought, perhaps, to say that they were briefly 
these :—An ox being driven along. the streets of a town, without 
any negligence on the part of the servants of his owner, found his 
way into an ironmonger’s shop, and did some damage before he 
could be got out of the shop. The court held that the owner of 
the ox was not responsible. 

We are bound to admit (and we did admit in our former observa- 
tions on the subject) that there seems to be a considerable tendency 
on the part of the public to take the part of the ironmonger and to 
consider the decision wrong; but we thought then, and, after 
perusal of our contemporary’s very ingenious arguments, we think 
still, that the strength of the contention in favour of the owner of 
the ox is underrated by those who impugn the decision. The 
writer in our contemporary seems tnpeed to look at the case 
without regard to technicalities, and in this respect we are quite at 
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one with him. It does not seem to us that the discussion of nice 
points with regard to the distinction between trespass and case 
and such like throws much light on the substantial question at 
issue. But it seems to us that our contemporary does more than 
brush technicalities aside, and that he overlooks substantial distinc- 
tions. He argues that it is expedient and reasonable that the 
owner of cattle passing through a street should take the risk of 
such cattle straying into a shop and doing damage, and that the 
law accordingly imposes this risk upon him. Whatever might be 
expedient if the matter were res integra, we must say that his 
reasoning fails to satisfy us that this conclusion is consistent with 
the authorities on the subject of cattle straying from highways. 

It is necessary, in the first place, clearly to formulate the exact 
question involved. We quite admit that the owner of the cattle 
must be bound to use all reasonable diligence, having regard to the 
nature of the risk and all the circumstances of the case, to prevent 
the cattle from straying from the highway into adjacent premises. 
One often sees one or two somewhat broken-down looking men with 
a dog driving a large drove of oxen through crowded streets. The 
men follow a good way off, seeming often careless, sometimes over 
tired ; they leave the matter a good deal to the dog, who rushes 
about with great zeal, barking indiscriminately, and it does not 
seem wonderful under these circumstances that oxen sometimes 
rush wildly about and find their way where they have no business 
to be. In such a case very likely the proper conclusion is that 
there was negligence. But, in Zillett v. Ward, rightly or 
wrongly, the county court judge found as a fact that there was no 
negligence. We cannot help thinking that those who have dis- 
eussed the decision have often failed to formulate properly, or, at 
any rate, to adhere strictly to, the true question in the case. They 
look at the matter by the light of what they have often seen in 
real life in the course of their walks abroad, and they attack the 
decision of the court, being really influenced, perhaps unconsciously, 
by considerations which ought rather to lead them to question the 
finding that there was no negligence. The writer in our contem- 
porary, for instance, is constantly, in the course of his remarks, 
unconsciously slipping in arguments and considerations which really 
concern the cattle owner’s duty to use all diligence, not an abso- 
lute and unqualified duty to prevent his cattle from straying—two 
wholly different things. The question the Queen’s Bench Division 
had to answer was this: Assuming that all reasonable and 
practicable diligence was used to prevent the ox from straying, 
who ought to bear the consequences of what must, on that assump- 
tion, be considered purely in the light of an unfortunate and 
inevitable accident? On which of two parties, both of them ex 
hypothesi innocent, must the loss fall ? 

A popular character in fiction exclaims impulsively, with regard 
to a state of things which he considers scandalous and objectionable, 
**Somebody ought to be whopped for this.” Similarly there is a 
natural tendency in the human intellect to seek to make someone 
responsibie for loss or injury occasioned to a person without fault 
of his own; and it has been doubted by some whether our common 
law does not err in some cases by reason of its proneness to apply 
the ‘somebody ought to pay for this” doctrine to what in reality 
are only unfortunate accidents, and so to shift the burthen from the 
back of one innocent party on to the shoulders of some other person 
equally innocent. It must, we think, be conceded that both the 
ironmonger and the owner of the ox are equally within their rights 
and guilty of nothing wrong the one in having a shop by the way- 
side with an open door, the other in driving his cattle along the 
highway, using every reasonable precaution. The business of life 
necessarily involves risks of accident; it could not be carried on 
otherwise; but we do not see why it must always follow where 
an accident has happened and caused loss to someone who has, 
admittedly in the ordi course of life and without blameworthi- 
ness, exposed himself to the risk of such accident, that he is neces- 
sarily entitled to shift the burthen on to someone else’s back. 
Suppose the ox, instead of damaging the ironmonger’s stock, had 
run against a sharp instrument, such as a scythe-blade, in the shop 
and cut himself. We are not at all sure that a great many people 
would not vigorously have contended that the ironmonger ought to 
pay for the damage to the ox. They would say, probably, that no 
man ought to keep dangerous implements in a place unfenced from 
the highway, knowing that animals lawfully using the same might 
stray and cut themselves. It is clear toour mind that the question 
would be a very arguable one with regard to dangerous implements 











left on an open space unfenced from the highway. We admit 


in our opinion, the difference between that case and the cage g 
dangerous implements in a shop is an essential one, but it igy 


difference somewhat difficult to formulate in words. : 
The writer in our contemporary, who, we should suppom 
is domiciled on the other side of the Tweed, is rather sarcasti 
at the expense of the judges who decided Tillett v. Ward, 
but it seems to us that his own propositions are quite as ¢ 
to question as some of the expressions at which he cayjj 
Stephen, J., after citing Goodwin v. Cheveley (28 L.-J. QR 
298), said: ‘I can see no solid distinction between the ca» 
of an animal straying into a field which is unfenced, and into » 
open shop in a town.” The writer’s comment is as follows; 
—‘The solid distinction between the cases is just this, that it j 
usual to fence a field, in order to keep people out, and it is no 
usual to fence a shop, because it would keep people out, and the 
shopkeeper wants them to come in.” We fail to apprehend the 
reasoning of this passage. It is perfectly true that this distinction 
exists ; but we do not see so clearly that it is a solid distinction for 
the purpose in question. No doubt the shopkeeper does keep opa 
his door for the reason specified. He incurs the risk of an animals 
straying in, because it would be inconvenient for trade purposes to 
have his door shut. It is, as asserted, usual to keep the door “pan 
but why does it necessarily follow that, if mischief results, heis 
to be in a better position than the owner of a field? It seems t 
us that the writer has here fallen into a fallacy. His idea seems 
to be that, because it is a reasonable and usual act for a shopkeeper 
to have his door open, therefore he is entitled to indemnity from 
someone else equally innocent from the consequences of so doi 
It is a usual and reasonable thing to run, in the business of life, 
the risk of remote and improbable contingencies for the sake 
of obvious and immediate advantage; but it does not folloy, 
if the contingency happens, that the consequences can be impose 
on someone else. So it isa usual and reasonable thing, no doubt, 
to have a shop door open, but it does not follow that a greater 
burthen is thereby to be cast on a person using the highway fors 
lawful purpose than if the shop had been a field. 
It seems to us that our contemporary’s attempt to ds 
tinguish the case of a field by the highway from a shop by 
the highway—an attempt upon the success of which by 
whole contention, it must be remembered, depends —i 
vitiated throughout by similar fallacies. He seems, in effec, 
to say that the ground of Goodwin v. yaaa was that 
it is unreasonable to leave a field unfenced from the highas 
and then to say to the cattle-owner that he must keep 
cattle off at his peril. The proposition is probably tm 
but we doubt whether our contemporary’s view of its efied 
is correct. The decision in Goodwin v. Cheveley, put it 
how you will, undoubtedly establishes the proposition {ht 
there is no absolute unqualified duty to keep cattle from strayu 
off the highway on to adjacent land. It must be borne in 
that, ex hypothesi, there is no question of negligence involved. I 
must be assumed that every precaution has been used. Our Gh 
temporary’s contention must, therefore, whether he likes it 
or not, be that, though there is no absolute duty to kep 
cattle from straying from the highway on to land, the 
is an absolute duty to keep them from straying from t& 
highway into a shop. The way our contemporary seeks to pt 
the case is that there is a general duty to keep cattle fm 
straying, but that in the case of an unfenced field, the ownerd 
the field, having neglected an ordinary and usual precaution—vs, 
that of fencing—cannot complain of the consequences of 
animal’s straying, whereas in the case of the shop the owner d 
the shop has not neglected any usual precaution, because shop 
doors are usually left open. This is plausible, but, in our opi 
utterly fallacious. It mixes up the question of absolute duty L 
prevent a thing, and duty to use all reasonable aay to pie 
vent it. It is clearly wrong to say, in the face of Goodwit’ 
Cheveley, that there is a general duty to keep cattle from stm 
from the highway as distinguished from a duty to use due @ 
gence to keep them from straying from the highway, and the om 
is, therefore, cast on our contemporary of showing why 4 mi 
differs from a field. The difference, he says, is simply that 
shopkeeper usually keeps his premises open, but the question # 
whether, doing so for his own purposes, he must not take up 
himself the consequent risk. y is my lawful use of 
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highway to be made more unsafe and burdensome because of the 
particular use which the adjacent owner chooses to make of his 
5 * ? i 
a seems to us that the writer in our contemporary gives no 
gtisfactory answer to this question. He says dogmatically that 
the balance of convenience militates against fixing the risk on the 
r. It may be so, but he does not show why it is so. 
He says, ‘‘ Nor is there any real hardship upon the owner of cattle 
if he has to take the risk of cattle straying off the street. The 
transits are occasional, and the increased vigilance required in 
passing through the streets of a town is only temporary. If shops 
are to exist at all they must be close to a thoroughfare; and, con- 
sequently, to make the shopkeeper liable for the consequences of 
risk . . . would be tantamount to saying that there should 
be no shops at all.” We cannot follow this reasoning at all. 
Why should the occasional nature of the transit make any differ- 
ence? Why should the shopkeeper’s being held liable be tanta- 
mount to saying that there should be no shops at all? We suppose 
the suggestion is that the shop being always there is exposed to 
constant danger from the cattle of many, but the cattle-owner is 
only exposed to risk while his own cattle are passing; but experi- 
ence seems to show that practically the occurrence of such 
accidents is rare, certainly not sufficiently frequent to make shop- 
keeping not worth while if subject to the risk of them. We fail 
to see why it should not be said, with equal truth, that to 
the cattle-owner to the risk would be to prevent cattle from 
bemg driven along the streets. Accidents must always involve 
hardship to somebody. And we do not see why the balance of 
hardship in this case inclines to the one side rather than the other. 
If the general principle were that the owner of an animal must be 
responsible for his acts under all circumstances, the case for the 
ironmonger would be clear; but if Goodwin v. Cheveley be right, 
that is not so. And we confess we cannot follow the suggested 
_— between the case of land next the highway and a 
op. 











REVIEWS. 


ADMINISTRATION ACTIONS. 


Tae LAW AND PRACTICE RELATING TO THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
EsTaTEs OF DECEASED PERSONS BY THE CHANCERY DIVISION oF 
THE HicH Court oF JusTICE. By W. GREGORY WALKER and 
Epear J. Excoon, Barristers-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


In this volume the most important branch of the administrative 
business of the Chancery Division is treated with conciseness and care. 
The treatise was Re aanag 4 BD ages as Mr. Elgood tells us in his 
compe by Mr. pag er, who, after writing about half the 

k, relinquished the English bar for that of New South Wales, and 
handed over his uncompleted manuscript to Mr. Elgood. Judging 
from the admirable clearness of expression which Secashedann the 
entire work, and the labour which has evidently been bestowed on 
every detail, we do not think that a literary executorship could 
have devolved upon a more able and conscientious representa- 
tive. The eye plan of the work follows the chronological 
in which proceedings for the administration of estates 

y run, from the institution of the action to the final 
on further consideration; an arrangement which facilitates 
teference, and almost supersedes the index and table of contents. 


Useful chapters are introduced in their appropriate places dealing | 4 


with the “‘ Parties to administration actions,” “The proof of claims 
in chambers,” and “The costs of administration actions.” To 
the last-mentioned chapter we gladly accord special praise as a clear 
and succinct of the law, from which, so far as we have 
tested it, no ay pat of any importance has been omitted. Some 
exception must be taken to the statement of the rules relating to 
foreign inistrations at page 35, where the text is wanting in 
, Ae ag ap tly from the authors not taking account of the 
cile of the deceased testator. Thus they say, ‘‘ But where a man 
intestate in India, and representation was taken out both there 

and here, his legal personal representative constituted in this country 
Was held entitled as such to sue the Indian administrator for an 
Secount of assets possessed in India as well as here ; and, conversely, 
personal representative may maintain an action against 

; one for an account of the English assets.” This state- 
ment, it must be admitted, leaves the question in an extremely un- 
ry state, for it amounts to this, that personal representatives 

in various countries can each call upon the others to render their 
Sccounts in his own country. This would, of course, lead to endless 


tomplications, and it is enough to say thet Hames v, Hacon (29 W. R. 





259, 877, L. R. 16 Ch. D. ol (following Lord Westbury’s dicta in 
Enohin v. Wylie, 10 W. R. 467, 10 H. L. Cas. 1), has laid down the 
intelligible rule that the personal representative of the domicile has a / 
right paramount to that of all other personal representatives, and can | 
require them to pay over to him the clear ascertained lus of the 
personal estate come to their hands in the country of their adminis- 
tration. An elaborately constructed table of cases, with references in 
separate columns to all the reports, and a fairly good index much 
increase the utility of this work. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE LAW CLUB AND THE ELECTION TO THE COUNCIL 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I daresay that many provincial members of the Incorpor- 
ated Law Society find themselves in the same difficulty which at one 
time pressed upon my mind with reference to the election to take 
place on the 13th inst. 

On the one hand, it does not seem reasonable that a large portion 
of the premises of the society should be occupied for purposes which, 
although convenient to a considerable number, are of no benefit 
to the great majority of the members ; especially when it is con- 
sidered that the space available for the general purposes of the 
society is already inadequate, and that, as time goes on, the 
pressure on that space is likely to increase. 

On the other hand, the manner and spirit in which what appears 

to outsiders to be a reform has been advocated is calculated to make 
those who value fair play and gentlemanly conduct hesitate to ally 
themselves with the promoters of the agitation. Whatever the 
history of the present arrangements of the club may be, surely there 
is no ground for personal attacks and violence of ; and 
surely the respect and gratitude which are due to those members of 
the profession, who gratuitously devote much time and attention to 
the work of the council, in the interest of the whole profession, are 
not to be withheld because it may be thought (even rightly) that 
they have not a all which it has rage pele 
accomplish. I happened to present at a recent 
saatlan of the society, and I must say that I listened with a feeling 
of pain and humiliation to the speeches which were made by certain 
gentlemen whose names have been put forward as nominees for 
election on the council in connection with this question of the Law 
Club. 
How then are the country members to vote? In my opinion they 
should not sacrifice the good government of the society to the hope 
of rapidly effecting a reform which will naturally come after further 
discussion and consideration, and it would be a serious mistake to 
force upon the council members. with whom it would be impossible 
for them to work harmoniously. A Liverpoon SoLiciTor. 

Liverpool, July 3. 





ACKNOWLEDGMENTS FOR PRODUCTION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—There is one particular in which the new acknowledgment 
and undertaking for custody of deeds is an imperfect substitute for 
the old covenant. Formerly, the liability was (in the case of 
beneficial owners) a continuing liability. Every covenantor had a 
personal interest in getting relieved by substituting for his own 
the covenant of the person to whom he pe vatcsame. 8 handed the 
eeds. 

No such motive exists under the new , and I do not see how 
deeds which have in the interval through several changes of 
custody are to be traced without considerable trouble, delay, and 
ex to the person entitled to production. 

f this point has arisen in the practice of any of your readers, perhaps 
he will, through your columns, favour me by suggesting a mode of 
providing against it. Q 

em ge “Qe =e dates from Manchester, and has often. 
favo us with valuable original suggestions on conveyancing- 
points, consider this matter ?—Eb. S. J.] 





THE REMUNERATION ORDER, 
[Zo the Editor of the Soticitors’ Journal. } 
Sir,—Referring to your answer to “E. H.” in your issue of the 
15th ult,, I observe that you consider that a solicitor may charge 
the lessor for letters and attendances connected with the preliminary 
negotiation for a lease. 
1, In London the practice is for the lessee to pay the lessor’s 
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solicitor’s charges. Would he not also be bound to pay for such 
negotiations ? 

. Negotiations also generally take place between the lessor and 
his solicitor, and between his solicitor and the lessee or his solicitor, 
as to what clauses are, or are not, to be inserted in the lease, and the 
effect of them. Do you consider these negotiations can be in 
addition to the scale P Crry. 
London, July 2. 

1. We feel considerable doubt on this point, and propose to consider 

y in an early number. 

2. We think that the scale commission, which is for ‘‘ preparing, 
settling, and completing lease and counterpart,” covers these negotia- 
cage * that they cannot be charged for in addition to the scale.— 


it 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Liquipation Prtrrion—FartvurE To Pass REso~vtT1oNs—ADJUDICATION 
ov Banxruptcy—Penpency or Procerepincs—Ricuts or CrEpITors— 
Bayxrvuptcy Act, 1869, s. 125, sun-secrion 12.—In a case of Ex parte 
HM’ Henry, before the Court of Appeal on the 30th ult., some important ques- 
tions arose in relation to the operation of sub-section 12 of section 125 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869. On the 15th of August, 1879, M’ Henry filed a liqui- 
dation petition. Judgment for the payment of a large sum had then just 
been pronounced against him by Jessel, M.R., in an action of Jewitt v. 
M’ Henry. On the filing of the petition a receiver was appointed, and 
some of the creditors were restrained from proceeding with actions which 
they had commenced against the debtor. e first meeting of the credi- 
tors was held on the 20th of October, 1879, when a resolution was passed 
adjourning the meeting to the 15th of December, 1879. At this time an 
appeal from the judgment in Jewitt v. M’ Henry was pending. The meet- 
ing also expressed an ype that, having regard to the pending appeal, 
it was inexpedient in the interest of the creditors that the statement of 
affairs produced by the debtor should be read, and resolved that the state- 
ment should be handed to the receiver, to be retained by him, together 
with any amended or other statement of affairs. On the 15th of December, 
1879, the adjourned meeting was held, and was adjourned in the same 
way to the 12th of January, 1880. Repeated similar adjournments took 
place, the meeting being ultimately, on the 15th of November, 1882, 
adjourned in the same way to the 28th of March, 1883. No resolutions 
for liquidation by arrangement or composition were passed. The decision 
of Jessel, M.R., was affirmed by the Court of Appeal in March, 1881, and 
the debtor then presented an appeal to the House of Lords. On the 30th 
of January, 1883, two persons claiming to be creditors applied to the 
registrar by motion, asking that the debtor might be forthwith adjudicated 
a bankrupt, under the power given to the court by sub-section 12 of 
section 125, which provides that, ‘‘if it appear to the court on satisfactory 
evidence that the liquidation by arrangement cannot, in consequence of 
legal difficulties, or of there being{no trustee for the time being, or for 
any sufficient cause, proceed without injustice or undue delay to the credi- 
tors or to the debtor, the court may adjudicate the debtor a bankrupt, 
and proceedings may be had accordingly.’’ The registrar refused the 
application, on the ground that sub-section 12 did not apply to a case 
where no resolutions for liquidation by arrangement or composition ‘had 
been passed, and that he had_no jurisdiction to make an adjudication. 
The Court of Appeal, on the 22nd of February last (L. R. 22 Ch. D. 
813), reversed this decision, being of opinion that sub-section 12 
applied, although no resolutions for liquidation or composition had been 
passed. But, it being disputed whether the applicants were creditors, 
the case was remitted to the registrar to inquire what was due to the 
applicants, and then to deal with the qpamessen on its merits. The 
registrar, after hearing the evidence, decided that the applicants were 
creditors, and, on the Ist of May, made an adjudication against the 
debtor. Meanwhile, the adjourned meeting of the creditors had been held 
on the 28th of March, and the creditors had then resolved that, having 
regard to the pending appeal in the House of Lords, and to the recent 
expression of opinion by the Court of Appeal, it was inexpedient, in the 
interest of the creditors, that any further proceedings should be taken 
under the liquidation petition ; that application be made to the court to 
discharge the receiver, upon such terms as the court might think proper, 
and to dismiss the petition, or stay all further proceedings under it. 
When the case was before the registrar an offer was made on behalf of the 
debtor to pay in full the debts found due to the applicants. The applicants, 
however, said that they could not safely receive the payment, atter notice 
of an act of bankruptcy, and they insisted on their right to an adjudica- 
tion. The offer was renewed in the Court of Appeal in a different form— 
viz., that the payment should be made, not out of assets of the debtor, but 
by a friend of his out of his own moneys, and the question then arose whether, 
on the terms of the payment being so made, the court could discharge the 
adjudication without a fant the right of any other creditor to apply 
for an adjudication. € a nm in the House of Lords was still pending 
when the appeal from the adjudication was heard. Bacoatuay, L.J., was 
of opinion that the debts of the two creditors were established before the 
ps, peor The question then arose whether the case was brought within 
sub-section 12. On the one side, it was urged that the action of the two 
creditors was not bond fide for the purpose of getting their debts paid, but 
that they were actuated by the mere purpose of getting the debtor adjudi- 
cated a bankrupt and of ope & the proceedings in the appeal to the 
House of Lords; on the other side, it was urged that the two creditors 










were entitled to insist on their right to an adjudication. But before. 
registrar it was stated that M’Henry would pay the debts of the two. 
tors in full. This offer was not put in a proper form, for, of course, 
long as the liquidation was pending the debtor could not be allowed, & 
take part of his assets and pay some of his creditors with them. By 
doubt, if the matter had m gone into, the offer would have hem 
mad then whch he bom mass me appetite, Yo 
| sho id by an i person, wi e mos ive g 
Standing that. no of the debtor’s assets should be taken for 
purpose. Before the regi it was asked what the two creditors 
|more than payment of their debts, and the answer was that they wai 
‘to make the debtor a bankrupt. However, the offer to pay the tyy 
creditors had now. been made in a proper shape. Was, then, the regis 
justified in making the adjudication? His lordship thought. that he 

no proper offer to pay the two creditors being before him, The lig 
‘tion proceedings had been pending for nearly four" years, and one é 
| two creditors had been in no way a party to the adjournments from tits 
ito time. There had been this constant delay, and his lordship 

the only thing which could be done was to make the adjudication. 

the offer which he had mentioned having been now made, the question 
‘was whether this court ought to discharge the adjudication. There was 
great deal to be said on both sides. What would be the position of the other 
creditors? Some creditors had been restrained from proceeding with actions 
against the debtor, and the Statute of Limitations might have run 
them. This was a very serious consideration. The two creditors wo 
suffer if the order was discharged on the terms proposed, but would the 
of the other creditors be prejudiced? Would t °y be prevented from o| 
ing an adjudication of pace gic ¢ yo the debtor? It appeared to his 
lordship that if the court should discharge the adjudication on thos 
terms it would not be prejudicing the rights of any other creditor. 

long time it had pressed on him that the practical effect of the resolu 
passed at the adjourned meeting on the 28th of March was to put an en 
to the liquidation proceedings. The question was whether there were 
proceedings in liquidation pending so as to enable any other creditor to 
avail himself of oun to obtain an adjudication of bankruptcy. His lord. 
ship was of opinion that there were. Ifa receiver had not been 

the case might have been entirely different. But, though the first m 

of the creditors which was originally summoned could not now be 

his lordship thought it was still perfectly open to direct a fresh 
meeting to be summoned, so that if the liquidation proceedings had beat 
in a state of suspended animation since the 28th of March p thou 


now be revived. And, independently of that, his lordship though 
that the proceedings were still sufficiently alive to enable 
creditor to obtain an adjudication if he was entitled to it. If so, the 
other creditors would not be prejudiced by a discharge of the adjudica- 
tion. Still, he thought that the debtor must give an undertaking to “pet 
within a limited time for an order to summon a fresh first meeting. 
that undertaking was given, and security was given for the payment of the 
debts of the two creditors (otherwise than out of the debtor’s assets), 
the order of adjudication might be discharged. Security must 
be given for the costs of the ag eg as between party, am 
party. Corton, L.J., was of opinion that both the creditors had proved 
debts of an amount sufficient to enable them to obtain an adjudication. 
But then came the much more difficult and important question, what 
order should have been made by the By oo ? On this point his I i 
differed a little from Baggallay, L.J. He thought the registrar ought 
to have made the adjudication. Could the two creditors, complain that 
they were suffering ‘‘injustice or undue delay’’? That must mean in 
justice or delay in the payment of their debts. and the distribution, of # 
debtor’s estate. His lordship was satisfied that these two creditors 
for the adjudication, not because they desired payment of their debts, Dj 
for some indirect Kose han If they were really began § payment of th 
debts, they had e out a strong case for an adjudication, As to the 
rights of other creditors, his lordship was of opinion that the liquidation. 
yreneedings were still pending, and, if so, any other creditor 
who 'y wanted payment of his debt was ition 1 
apply to the court for an adjudication of bankruptcy. This 
was the ground of his decision. He felt great difficulty in consequenceof 
the resolutions of the 28th of March, which were practically an attempt 
ut an end to the proceedings. But, in his opinion, the court had 
look it would be right to exercise that poner , not for the benefit of 
debtor, but to prevent any creditor from being prejudice 
first meeting to be summoned, and the debtor should be put under 
undertaking to apply to the Court of Bankruptcy for such an_ order, il 
order that any other créditor who might. desire to do so should have al 
opportunity of bringing before the meeting the question whether 
should be a liquidation by arrangement. His lordship thought that, if 
two creditors had really desired the payment of their debts, noe 
> age ena a in this a — ee ! 
ore the registrar. ordship agreed wii gallay, L.J., thavit 
must be most distinctly understood that the pro payment was notte - 
be made out of the debtor’s estate, and that any payment or repayment oul 
of his estate would bea contempt of court. Bowen, L.J., said thats 
section 12 was of the machinery provided bytthe Legislature. for, 
benefit of creditors, The putting of the machinery in force was intrus 
to ‘ judicial tribunal, and the Pita bs ire contesren 4 jor we 
in form permissive, not com: ry. But the power | g BS 
a proper case became a duty when the occasion for it arose. In feet 3 
permissive words e compulsory. But the court was not bound to — 
set the machinery in motion when none of the results intended by thé — 
Legislature to be obtained by so doing would be obtained. In the 



































pay them, which had 





























case he thought the two creditors would, after the offer which had bees — 
made, gain nothing, by an adjudication. But that. did. not .exhaushthe 
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untied; for the court must see whether any one else would be injured by 
the ee ni It had been suggested that the creditors 
6 8p citioh hail a right to assume the attitude of a public 
, in the vindication of the interests of morality, when no possible 
could be gained except the punishinent of the debtor. His lordship 
“the that this was not the object of the provisions of the Act. But still 
eather creditors must be considered. any other creditor would be 
«Jeftoutin the cold, or would be relegated to the horns of a dilemma, that 
, would be a good reason for putting sub-section 12 in force. But his lord- 
ship thought that, if the adjudication was discharged, the other creditors 
gyould. be completely protected. Would the liquidation proceedings be still 
nbsisting so as to give any other creditor a locus standi to apply for an ad- 
, ion? The resolutions of March 28 had interposed a great difficulty, 
‘ut his pw thought that the liquidation proceedings still survived, 
and that, whether a fresh first meeting could or could not be held (his 
jordship thought it could), any other creditor could apply to. the court to 
haye the liquidation converted intoa bankruptcy. That was his lordship’s 
patio decidendi.—Sorrcitors, G...A. Sedgwick ; Munns.& Longden. 
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Sourcrror—Lizen ror Costs—Company in LiqumpatTion.—In. a. case of 
Inve The Capital Fire Insurance Association, before the Court of Appeal on 
the 4th inst., a question of some importance arose as to the extent of a 
solicitor’s lien for costs on books and papers of a company in liquidation. 
‘There were two = ope by the former solicitor of the company from two 
orders made by Chitty, J., the first of which directed that the solicitor 
should deliver to the provisional official liquidator of the company certain 
books and documents of the company (including the share register and 
minute book) which were in the solicitor’s possession, the delivery to be 
anbject to his lien (if any) on the documents. The documents to which 
this order related came into the possession of the solicitor before the 
commencement of the winding up—i.e., before the presentation of the 
ion on which the winding-up order was made. The second order 

the delivery up of certain Spphications for shares which had 

into the solicitor’s session before the commencement of the 

up. The solicitor had been employed in resisting (which he did 

eu ly) several petitions for the winding up of the company, and in 
some actions against shareholders for unpaid calls. He was also employed 
in resisting the ta on which the company was ultimately ondared, to 
be wound wp. or his costs of these proceedings he claimed the lien. 
Chitty, J., held that-he could not claim any lien against the liquidator, 
.s0 as to interfere with the conduct of the proceedings in the liquidation. 
The Court of Eppes! (Corron and Bowen, L.JJ.) affirmed the first order, 
but discharged the second. Corron, L.J., said that the solicitor, having 
been employed by the directors on behalf of the company to transact legal 
business for the company, claimed a common law lien for his costs on books 
and documents belonging to the company which had come into his pos- 
session for the purposes. of the litigation. Two of the books—viz., the 
gener ot the members and the minute book—stood in a peculiar position. 

he question was whether the. solicitor could assert his lien in such a 
way as to prevent the liquidator from having the use of the documents 
forthe purposes of the winding up. His lordship was of opinion that he 
couldnot. The solicitor could not claim a greater lien than the client 
who employed him had a right to give. Directors had, no doubt, a general 
power of dealing with the property of a company. In the absence of an 
express power they would have only such an implied power to mortgage 
as was necessarily incident to the business of the company. They could 
notdeal with the property of the company in any way contrary to the 
objects and. constitution of the company. ‘This decided the case against 
the.solieitor so far as regarded the register of members. By section 32 of 
the:Companies Act, \1862,:the register of members was to be kept at 
theregistered office of the company, and was, during business hours, to 
‘be-open to the inspection of any member gratis, and to the inspection of 
any other person on payment, and there was no implied power to deal 
with it in any way contrary to these purposes. As to the book of 
minutes of the meetings, his lordship was of opinion that, under the 
company’s articles of association, the directors had no implied power to 
deal with it so as to interfere with any use which the liquidator might 
tequire'to make of it for the purposes of the winding up. As to 
these two books, the order of Chitty, J., was right. As to the rest 
ofthe documents which came into the possession of the solicitor after the 
commencement of the winding "p though it. might seem a little hard on 
him, yet he must be taken’ to have known that anything done by the 

after the presentation of the petition was subject to the rights 
of the liquidator, in case a winding-up order should be made upon it. 
‘He could not) be entitled: to any lien so as to interfere with the due 
of the liquidation. \Belaney v. Ffrench (L. R. 8 Ch. 918) was an 


for this. Other s had an interest in the documents 
besides those who had them in the solicitor’s hands. Therefore, 
as the documents which came into his hands after the com- 


mencement of the liquidation, the solicitor’s lien was subject to the right 


p- am Bowen, L.J., concurred.—Soxicrrors, Beale § Co. ; Field, Roscoe, 
§ Co. 


Serrtep Lanp—Axso.vre Trust ror SaLze—Sarz sy Trusters—ConsEnt 

or Benericrarres—Sertiep Lanp Act, 1882, s. 63.—In a case of Jn re 
Earle and Webster, before the Court of Appeal-on the 3rd inst.; a question 
of importance arose as to the operation of section 63 of the Settled Land 
Act, 1882. Section 63 provides that ‘‘ any land or any estate or interest in 
land, which under or by virtue of any deed, will, or agreement, covenant to 
surrender, copy of court roll, Act of Parliament, or other instrument, or 
any number of instruments, whether made or passed before or after, or 
partly before and partly after, the commencement of this Act, is to 
a trust or direction for sale of that land, estate, or interest, and for the 
application or disposal of the money to arise from the sale, or the meome 
of that money, or the income of the land until sale, or any part of that 
money or income, for the benefit of any person for his life, or any other 
limited period, or for the benefit of two or- more persons concurrently for 
any limited period, and whether absolutely or subject to a trust: for 
accumulation of income for payment of debts or-other purpose, or to any 
other restriction, shall be deemed to be settled land, and the instrument or 
instruments under which the trust. arises shall be deemed to be a settle- 
ment; and the person forthe time being beneficially entitled to the income 
of the land, estate, or interest aforesaid until sale, whether absolutely or 
subject as aforesaid, shall be deemed to be tenant for life thereof,’ and 
that ‘‘in every such case the provisions of this Act referring to a tenant 
for life, and to a settlement, and to settled land, shall extend to the person 
or persons aforesaid, and to the instrument or instruments. under which 
his or their estate or interest arises, and to the land therein comprised,” 
with certain specified exceptions. In the present case a testator, who died 
in 1822, had, by his will, devised land to trustees in fee, on an absolute 
trust for sale, with power to give receipts for the purchase-moneys. He 
directed the income to be paid to his widow for her life, and after her death 
the proceeds of sale were to be. held on trust to divide the sum in certain 
specified proportions between the testator’s five children, the shares of the 
sons being given to them absolutely ;, the shares of the daughters to be 
held by the trustees on trust for them respectively for life, with remainder 
to their respective issue, according to the trusts of an ordinary marriage 
settlement. Until sale the rents of the land were to be applied as the 
income of the proceeds of sale would be applicable after a sale. In 
February, 1883, the widow being dead, and all the testator’s children being 
also dead, the trustees entered into an agreement for the sale of part of the 
property. ‘The purchasers insisted that, having regard to section 63, the 
trustees could not make a good title unless all the persons beneficially 
interested in the proceeds of sale joined in. the conveyance. It was con- 
tended that the effect of section 63 was to make those persons tenants for 
life for the purposes of the Act, and that under section 56, sub-section 2, 
their consent to the sale was necessary. Pzanson, J., held that the trus- 
tees alone could make a good title, just as they could have done before the 
Act. He thought that, under. section 63, the court. was bound to look 
simply at the instrument or mstruments which created the trust for-sale. 
In the present case, therefore, he could look only atthe testator’s will. In 
it there was an absolute trust for sale out andout, and; but for the Settled 
Land Act, there could be no doubt. that the trustees could. sell. and.give 
valid receipts for the purchase-money without the concurrence of. anyone. 
Under the only instrument to which the court could have regard therewas 
now no person who. took any benefit ‘‘for his life,.or any other, limited 
period,’’ and it could make no. difference whether. the testator’s sons had 
sold or otherwise dealt with their shares, or whether children of: the testa- 
tor’s daughters. had, settled their shares. To such a case as the present 
section, 63 had no application at all, andthe trustees were entitled to sell 
just as they could before the Act.—Soxicrrors, Sharpe, Parkers, § Co. 








Marrrep Woman--Separate Estate—Sozicitor’s Costs—Taxation— 
Supmission to Pay—Apromtment or Reczrver—Souserrors Act (6 & 7 
Vicr. c. 73), 8.43.—In,a case of In re Peace and. Waller, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 4th inst., the question arose whether a receiver of the}! 
separate income of a married woman could be appointed in a, summary 


| way at the instance of a solicitor who had acted for her, and to whom a 


sum of £115 had been certified upon taxation. to be due from her for costs. 
The order to tax was made upon the petition,of the married woman by a 
next friend, but the petition contained a personal submission, by her to 
pay the amount which should be found due on taxation. Upon a motion 
by the solicitor, entitled in the matter of the solicitor, Bacon, V.C., made 
an order directing ‘‘ an inquiry: of what the se estate of the married 
woman consisted. on the 23rd'of. December, 1882 (the date of the taxing 
master’s certificate), and whether any and what disposition thereof or 
dealing therewith by her has been made since thatdate, and of what the 
separate estate now consists, and if any and what part thereof still remains 
capable of being reached by the judgment and execution of this court ; 
and it is ordered that a proper person be appointed to collect, get in, and 
receive such separate estate as shall be certified to be capable of being 
reached as aforesaid, and the dividends and income thereof,” until the 
amount due to the solicitor under the: taxing master’s certificate, with 
interest and taxed costs of the application, should have been paid. The 
married woman, by a next friend, appealed from this order, and it was 
urged on her behalf that such an order could not be made in a summary way 
upon motion ; that, at any rate, there should have been a preliminary mquiry 
whether the separate income was subject to a restraint on anticipation, 
and that the order ought not to have been made in the absence of the 
husband and the trustees of the separate estate. The court (Corren and 





of the liquidator. As to the other documents which he had obtained 
‘before the commencement of the winding up, the Companies Act had 
imposed no peculiar obligation with regard to them, and the solicitor’s 
lien, which was good before the winding up commenced, was not put an 
end to by it. It was said that.the lien would cause great difficulty to the 

r, but if people did not pay their solicitors this difficulty must 
atise;-and, under section 115 of Act, the liquidator could obtain 
se of the documents. ‘The: first order would be modified by 
the delivery to the liquidator of such of the documents in the 
PH 8 possession as t from time totime be required for the carrying 
alee ad endings in the winding up, -in accordance with the form of 
vorder made by Exy, J., in Boughton v.-Boughton (L. R, 23 Oh, D. 169, ante, 


Bowsn, L.JJ.) held that the order was, in substance, right. Corron, L.J., 
_said that by section 43 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, the payment of the 
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sum certified by the taxing master to be due and directed to be paid might 
be enforced perro, Bes the course of the court in which the reference for 
taxation was made. e only way of enforcing payment against a married 
woman was by equitable execution against her separate estate, and it was 
per to do that by means of an order in the pending proceeding, without 
bringing a fresh action. It would be pag ay form — make me hus- 
a party. Nor was it necessary to e trustees ies to a pro- 
ceeding to enforce a claim against separate estate of a married woman. 
No order could be made against the trustees in their absence, but a charge 
could be directed on the separate estate, and one mode of doing this was 
by inting a receiver, who would not oust the trustees, but would 
simply receive what the married woman would otherwise have taken. But 
there must be added to the order an express statement that it was made 
subject to any right or claim of the trustees inst the separate estate. 
Bowen, L.J., concurred. Corton, L.J., also said that the order ought to 
contain an inquiry of what the separate estate consisted in respect of which 
the married woman was under no restraint against anticipation. It was, 
however, stated that under the order, as it actually stood, an ages to 
that effect had been already made. Consequently the order was left unal- 
tered in that respect.—Souicrrors, F. J. Wood ; A. M. Bradley. 





But or Sate—Brmus or Sate Act, 1878, Amenpment Act, 1882— 
INSTRUMENT NOT IN ACCORDANCE WITH Form IN THE SCHEDULE TO THE AcT. 
—In a case of Davis v. Burton: Blaiberg, claimant, before the Court of 
Appeal, No. 1, on the 28th ult., a question arose under the Bills of Sale 
Act, 1882, as to whether the bill of sale in question was in reasonable con- 
formity with the form in the schedule to the Act, and was, therefore, 
valid. The claimant claimed certain goods, seized under an execution 
against Burton, under a bill of sale given to secure an advance of £300 
and £180 for “‘ agreed capitalized interest ’’ at the rate of sixty per cent. 
The deed provided that if the grantor should break any of the covenants 
all the moneys thereby secured should immediately become due and be 
forthwith paid to the grantee. The Divisional Court (Cave and Day, JJ.), 
having held the bill of sale void as not being in accordance with the form 
in the schedule to the Act, the claimant appealed. The Court of Appeal 
(Brerr, M.R., Lixpizy and Fry, L.JJ.) ed the decision of the court 
below. Brerr, M.R., said the Act was for the protection of 
borrowers and to secure simplicity in bills of sale. Although they need 
not be in exact accordance with the form in the schedule, they must be 
reasonably in conformity with it. The amount secured and the interest 
were very i t, and there must be no attempt to alter either in any 
event. According to the present bill of sale, however, on any breach of 
covenant, the sum to be paid was increased by £180 for what was called 
* capitali interest.’ This was fatal to the validity of the deed. 
Lovizy and Fry, L.JJ., concurred.—Souicrrors, Walter ¢ Durham; 
Moresby- White, Salmond, § Co. 


Pracrice—Wixpinc-ur Perrrion—Leave To Cross-EXAMINE—CHANCERY 
Procepvune Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vicr. c. 86), s. 40.—In the case of In re The 
London Fish Market and National Fishing Company (Limited), before Chitty, 
J., on the 28th ult., a petition presented by shareholders to wind up the 
company, onthe ground that it had never carried on, or had virtually ceased to 


except affidavit, and desired to cross-examine the opposite 
side as to the extent and nature of the business carried on by the company, 
as to its means of carrying on business, and as to its bond fide character, 
and claimed that they were, under the Chancery Procedure Act, 1852, s 
40, ex debito justitia entitled to cross-examine. Currry,J., said that it was 
the established practice that the court had a discretion in allowing cross- 
examination in the case of a winding-up petition. The result of acceding 
to such an application was to keep the petition hanging over the head of 
the y- en eee ee ee 
strike a sharcholder’s name off the register the rule was otherwise, and the 
eourt would be very slow to refuse cross-examination, as the order sought 
in that case was a final one, and according to the course there 


? 


7 


was yo special urgency in such . His | therefore 
Aeclined to give leave to cross-examine, and ha’ heard the ition, 
Gismissed jt with costs.—Sorscrrons, W.8. Norton ; C.8. Gover ; Merriman, 


Pike, & Merriman. 

Pracrice—Costs—Taxation—Scnetirvtion or New Bru ror Bru 
De.ivenen — Arrozxrys any Soxicrrons Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vicr. c. 73), 
s. 31. —In the case of In re W. E. Shirley, before Chitty, J., on the 


29th ult., a motion was made by a firm of solicitors to discharge an order 
of taxation. It that after the applicants had delivered their 
bill of costs, arose as to the gross sum which the respondents 


fruitless, the respondents 
to tax the bill. The solicitors 
of coste, some of the items of 
amount, and others increased. 


¢ | titled, and it was, moreover, to be observed that the on 
















they be allowed to substitute the new bill unless they were prey 
show some special circumstances such as fraud anderror. Ther 
contained a reduction of some of ree gee items, and the auth 
were clear that solicitors could not a bill of costs on the 


t 
ae 


taxation and reduce the items. But the rule was even than { - 
Unless there were special circumstances you could not any bill ¢ 
costs. That this was so, and what was the nature of the special circu, 


stances which would justify the delivery of a new bill of 

clearly shown by the late Master of the Rolls in In re Holroyde (29 W, 
599). Cases, of course, might very possibly arise where the ci. 
cumstances would entitle the solicitor to recall his bill and su 
new one, even after the order for taxation had been obtained, 
applicants, therefore, were not entitled to an order to discharge. 
however, it was desired to raise any question, the court, which was alway, 
ready to utilize a motion of the present kind, would accede to an ong 
such as that made in In re Walters (9 Beav. 299), and give the applic 
liberty to in an additional bill of costs upon payment of costs 
the motion. But as the applicants did not wish for such an order, the 
application must be dismissed, with costs.—Soxrcrrors, 4. F. ¢ W.2 
Tweedie, for Shirley, Atkinson, § Donner, Scarborough ; Jerwood, for Wf, 
Lowe, Liverpool. 


The 
It 





Marrrep Woman—SeErrLEMENT—AGREEMENT TO SETTLE AFTER-ACQURD 
Prorerty—ExceptTion or Property Limrrep To Separates Ust—Maram 
Women’s Prorerty Act, 1882, ss. 5, 19.—In a case of In re Stongp, 
Trusts, before Pearson, J., on the 30th ult., a question arose as to th 
effect of sections 5 and 19 of the Married Women’s Property Act, = 
relation to an agreement contained in a marriage settlement for the 
ment of after-acquired property of the wife. Section 5 provides thi, 
xy ve | woman married before the commencement of this Act shall 
entitled to have and to hold, and to dispose of in manner aforesaid, as he 
separate property, all real and mal property, her title to which, 
whether vested or contingent, ail whether in possession, reversion, ¢ 
remainder, shall accrue after the commencement of this Act.’’ y 
section 19, ‘‘ Nothing in this Act contained shall interfere with, or 
-— ome or agreement for a pce — to sae, whether 

‘ore or r marriage, respecting the pro of any woman,” 
A marri : ee dated gers bs oe 1862, ages my 
agreement'for the settlement fo r- i property o: 
‘* except interests restricted to her life, ce, Ghee so restricted 2 
which should be settled and limited to her separate use and disposal.” 
The wife’s mother died on the 14th of January, 1883, having by her wil 
bequeathed personalty to the wife absolutely, without any restriction as 
separate use. The question arose whether this property so bequeathed wu 
bound by the agreement to settle after-acquired property of the wife. It 
was urged that, by virtue of section 5, it had become aes wd settled t 
the separate use of the wife, and that it therefore fell wit the 
tion from the ent to settle. Parson, J., however, held that 
effect of section 19 of the Act was to prevent section 5 from affecting te 
sapiens as of the settlement at all, and that the agreement to settle mut 

construed as if section 5 did not exist. Consequently, the propery 
bequeathed by the mother’s will was not property settled to the separate 
use of the wife, and was not excepted from the agreement.—Soxicrmoms, 
Tylee, Wickham, § Co. ; Ward, Mills, § Co. 






















Serrtep Estate—Powers or Leastnc—Non-Ex1sTENcE OF TENANT Pi 
Lire—Ricut or Trustees ro Perrrron—Serrizp Estates Act, 1871 # 
& 41 Vicr. c. 18), s. 23, ann ss. 4, 13, 46.—In the case of Vim '. 
Raleigh, before Chitty, J., on the 5th inst., a summons was heard 
the question as to the right of the trustees of estates settled by wilt 
present a petition under the Settled Estates Act, 1877, s. 23, for 
— there being no tenant for life beneficially entitled. It - 
hat it was not disputed that the trustees held the legal estate upon 
trusts of the testator’s will, and also that amongst those trusts was onew 
pay an annuity of £500 to a nephew of the testator. It, however, appeal 
that questions as to the application of the residue of the income of th 
testator’s estate would fr under the will. The action was for 
tration, and a receiver had been appeiated, and it was proposed that i 
petition should be presented by the receiver and trustees. Currty,J, 
said that the only question he had to decide was whether the truse# 
were entitled under section 23 of the Act of 1877 to 
court, there in the case before him no tenant for life 4 
aes ; contended ae be = section ot" “any 
son en ESOS apply, &c.,’’ meant “‘ any pet 
entitled beneficially, &c.,’’? but such a construction was clearly wrong 
and also against the intendment of the Act when looked at as a whole, # 
could be seen from looking at sections 4and 13. The 46th section of tle 
was in terms distinguishable from the 23rd, and the case of al 





































Act 

Taylor (23 W. R. 947, L. R. 20 Eq. 297, s.c. on appeal 25 W. R. 27,1 
R. 3 Ch. D. 145), which had reference to the 8 section of the Lea 
and Sales of Settled 





Estates Act, 1856 Sede be gr c. 120), a provision 
geararatine to Be lee satis of the Act 1877, did not, a 
seen from the judgment of James, L.J., lay down anything on the 
struction of the Act. He was, therefore, of Solnion that the trustees 
the case before the court were entitled to present a petition. A deci 
to that effect, however, did not cover the case where there were 0 
trustees bound to pay the rents over to a tenant for life s 
iy nee oe 












to decide was whether the trustees were the proper 
court in motion with a view to its conferring the powers intrusted to i 

















the Act. With regard to the receiver, the Seeatter ¢ did not exist by oY 
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sason of any title in himself, but only as an officer of the court, entitled 

give oan the title of others, and the appointment of a receiver 

id apparently in no bb pest the power of the tenant for life to 

leases, although it might compel him to come to the court to get leave. 

opposed petition might, therefore, be properly presented.—So.icrrors, 
; Taylor, Son, § Humbert ; Patterson, Snow, Bloxam, § Kinder. 












SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Tue Socrery anp THE CivB. 


special general meeting convened b uisition of a number of 
Pe cbers took place on Monday at the ball of the Incorporated 
' Jaw Society, Chancery-lane, the president, Sir Txomas Parvez, 
ing the chair. There was an extremely large attendance, the hall 
crowded to the doors. 

The PresipEnt stated that the meeting had been convened under the 
bye-laws, upon a requisition signed by twenty or more members of the 
society, and the council were, therefore, bound tv call it in within a 
certain number of days after the receipt of the requisition. Of course it 
would have been more convenient to most of the members if the meeting 
could have been held on the same day as the annual general meeting. 
With the notice of the meeting the members would all have received a 
copy of the report made by a committee of the council, addressed to the 
council. That had originated in this way: for some time past there had 
been a growing, and he thought a general, feeling amongst the council, 
as well as the members outside, that the question of the club required 
reconsideration. That had, of course, been accentuated by the narrow 
division of April last, and a committee had been appointed to pre 
areport of the facts, which were very imperfectly known to many bers 
ithe council. That wasin type, and would have stood for consideration 
by the council, and ) mange | resulted in some recommendations to the 

meeting. en the report was in type, the requisition was 


ned a received, and the matter therefore taken out of the council’s hands. He 
e wife, a hope that the speakers would address themselves to the 
OF not, ect before them with as much brevity as possible, and that no hard 
posal.” mere would be indulged in. It was commonly said that hard words 
er wil no bones, but they did not forward the cause of those who used 
m. a8 to them, and always gave rise to irritation on the other side. He hoped 
ed was that everything would be discussed in good temper. 
fe. It Mr. OC. Forp moved the first resolution, of which he had given notice, 
tled to a8 follows :—-‘‘ That the council do, within one week from the passing of 
this resolution, give to the Law Club, calling itself the ‘Law Society 
at Club,’ twelve calendar months’ notice in writing of the intention of the 


council to resume the occupation of the rooms, passages, staircase, and 
premises now occupied by the said club.’’ He asked whether it was 
tight that so nee a part of the society’s premises as that in the 
occupation of the club was to be devoted to the use of 300 members, to 
exclusion of 4,050. He had received a letter from the president, in 
which he said that he had no control over the secretary of the club, or its 
governing body, and he would ask whether it was right that the president 
the society should have no control over Prec ger of the institution. 
that the council had not di the members as to 
t and proper course they ought to take, for he was sure they 
have been ready to fall in with their suggestions. Mr. 
written him a letter which had tly enco 
Mr. Clabon differed as to these resolutions, but in that letter 
said that he had always been of opinion that as soon as the feeling of 
members was in that direction the club must go, and this expression 
opinion wes very important coming as it did from a member of the 
cil. Another member of the council, Mr. Lake, had also said at the 
general meeting that, although he had been a member of the club 
ever since he had entered the profession, he had never understood its 
ion until he had read the document which had recently been circulated 
the secretary of the club. Mr. Walters had opposed his motion with 
reference to the club at the last meeting, but he must have been in the 
minority when the council issued the report they had circulated with 
Tegard to the club. Mr. B, J. L. Frere again had written in reply to Mr. 
hur as follows :—‘‘I received your letter of the 7th of June, and 
Without in the least nin te evade any responsibility I may have in- 
as amember of the Council of the Incorpora Law Society, I 
teally cannot undortake to give an account of any share I may have taken 
in the seroeeding» of the council thirteen years ago at the bidding of any 
ual member who chooses to ask for it. You ap to me to 
tatirely invert the actual position of affairs. The land and buildings of 
the Institution were originally owned by a body of proprietors who bought 
and paid for the same out of their own pockets, and afterwards made a 
it of their press to the society upon condition that part of the 
should be devoted to a club, necessarily in some d limited 
in numbers and qualifications, and that ordinary members should have 
certain other Eevieges, I can safely aver that no member of the society 
ue 


ing like roportion of the rent of the ee. In fact 
Bvt eld by the ety rent free, and I am unable to see on what 
cage e 

the club 
mem we 


members of the society can claim to have a rent 
more than the club can claim to make the ordinary 

pay arent for what they enjoy. The club and the ordinary 
members are integral parts of the same society, each entitled to certain 
secommodation in the buildings provided for them at the cost of the 
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tuitously, the distribution of the accommodation 
being a matter clearly within the jurisdiction of the council. The notion 
that the members of the council can be made ly answerable for the 
way in which they have exercised their powers seems to me a phantom of 
witch I em net avail . The ordi members became so with full know- 
ledge of what they were to be entitled to, they have all they 

for at a cost which does not pay the expenses, and does not a 
sixpence towards rent or interest of the money t on the original pur- 
chase and building.’’ He hoped Mr. Frere would either substantiate the 
extraordinary statement in that letter or withdraw it. There were no more 
than 260 members of the society who were members of the club, and nearly 
one-half of these had joined it since the council had altered the regulations 
so as to give them power to require the club to deliver up possession of the 
society’s premises at twelve months’ notice. It had been suggested that 
the club members ought to be compensated; but he thought that 
compensation were given in any direction it should be to the members 
the society who had been deprived of the use of a part of their 

for so many years. He was disappointed that the report 

saying that the council had thought it well to abstain from suggesting any 
modification or alteration of the existing arrangements. 

The Present observed that the report was not the report of the council, 
but of a committee of the council. It had not been considered by the 
council. 

Mr. Forp quoted from the circular which had accompanied the to 
show that it had been indorsed by the council. The circular that 
immediately after the special general meeting of the society, held on the 
27th of April last, a special committee of the council had been ited to 
report as to the origin and nature of the relations between the club and 
the society; thatthe report of the committee, which contained a history of the 
matter without comment, was in type before the requisition for a special 
general meeting was received, and had been brought up to the council on 
the 8th inst., and adopted. He urged that the great majority of the mem- 
bers were unaware of the regulations under which the club the use of 
the society’s rooms. The com had not been submitted to the general 
body of the members. Quoting from the society’s Calendar, he said he 
found therein the following words :—“‘ It will be a matter for sincere grati- 
fication to ——. member of the society if this record of the past, and the 
reflections which these pages may as to the field of useful and 
honourable work which may lie before the society in the future, 
ially country members) of the profession, who 
have not yet joined the society’s ranks, to realize that there are higher and 
larger considerations involved'in doing so than any question of the mere 
personal conveniences of membership.’? He trusted his resolution, in 
which there was nothing hostile to the council, would be adopted. 

Mr. R. J. Macarruur having seconded the motion, 

Mr. Roszrt Few remarked that when he had presided at the Solicitors’ 


original proprietors 
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conclusion, He held it to be his duty to vote for Mr. Ford’s motion, and 
thought it almost a censure that the society should pay rates and taxes 
for the club whilst they (the society) had to pay £1,500 a year and 
interest on loans which had been con for the erection of new build- 


ings. 
Mr. MA A Baxer said he never nat bee See of the club, and 
ke therefore with impartiality. He mo ‘This meeting requests 
e council to consider and, after conferring with the Committee of the 
Law Club, to report whether, by any modification or alteration in the 
existing arrangements, the advantages of the club can be made more 
arosnge A available for the members of the institution, and adjourns to a 
ture day, to be fixed by the council, for consideration of their a 
The formation and maintenance of a club was an essential part of the 
original scheme of the society. Until the year 1845, as it was admittted, 
there had been no change, and he did not find anything in the charter of 
1845 other than an alteration of unimportant features. ior to that time 
the society was a joint stock company, and it was then ona 
different footing. Circumstances undoubtedly had altered. , in 
the early days, the bulk of the members of the were members of the 
club. Butheconfessed, with the members of the council, that the time had 
come for the reconsideration of the terms on which the club occupied the 
rooms referred to. When, however, he was asked 
entirely out of the hands of the council, and say 
council, and present, since 1845, ‘‘ You have 
eee peti re a 
that the coun su some e 
the members of the pee y members of the stad 
fluenced by a consideration of their own convenience to —s the 
interests of the society—he must al er di to do so. . Ford, 
in some of the resolutions of which he had given notice, pose arn a 
papell pec Aer echt nigh nie ey —- 
e resolution now before them would, indorse 
= A e of his resolutions. Some of those sestbetiane sadoutedy con- 
veyed the gravest insinuations against the 
council, and, if the meeting passed his first 
would, in effect, indorse that censure upon the 
about two hundred gentlemen present, and the 
thousand and odd members, and these four 
and dried notice that the resolution had been 
control of the matter out of the hands of 
had been directed to undo whatever they 
agreed that the time had come when there 
the club which would make it more elastic and 
members of the society. He believed the council 
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some such modification. He regretted that Mr. Ford’s resolution had been 
brought forward, as it amounted to a vote of want of confidence in the 
council. 

Mr. G. M. Crements seconded the amendment, and wished that it had 
been prefaced by a vote of entire confidence in the past and present 
council. The terms in which Mr. Ford’s motion had been wom 
Mr. Macarthur’s pamphlet would lead them to suppose that they, of all 

ple in the world, had no confidence in the coungil. He (Mr. Clements) 
had never known a member of the council in whom the members had not 
had every confidence. He proposed that the first part of the amendment 
should be altered as follows :—‘‘ That this meeting, whilst expressing its 
confidence in the past and present members of the council, requests the 
council to consider,’’ &c. It was impossible that all that was entailed by 
Mr. Ford’s motion could be considered at such a meeting as the present ; but 
if it were left toa committee of the council he was perfectly certain it would 
be well and carefully settled. The president had intimated in his opening 
remarks that, if the matter had not been precipitated by the requisition, 
the subject would have been brought before the annual general meeting, 
and the council would then have been prepared to make their recommenda- 
tions. He urged the meeting not to attempt to settle the question im the 
slap-dash fashion invited by Mr. Ford’s resolution.- The council were far 
better able to deal with it than anybody else in the world. 

Mr. J. Apprson spoke as a recently-elected member of the council. He 
said that at the last meeting he had voted in favour of the motion then 
brought forward by Mr. Ford, and he thought that the time had come when 
the relations between the club and the society required to be considered. 
But the council consisted of a number of gentlemen just as anxious as 
any in the room that what was right should be done. There were, how- 
ever, two ways of doing a thing. They had before them a club which had 
its origin with the society—which had existed for sixty years—and as 
regarded its position, down to 1845 there was not one word to say against 
it. It was clear that, until then, at all events, it was lawful, right, and 
useful. He would put it to Mr. Ford, Mr. Macarthur, or any other 
gentleman supporting their view of the matter, whether, in the year 1846, 
-they would have ventured to turn round on those gentlemen who had 

-surrendered their proprietary rights, and have said, ‘‘ You are unlawful, and 
,all doing wrong.’’ (Mr. Forp: ‘‘Yes.’?) He ventured to think that 
would have been the most ungrateful thing that could have been said. 
He did not think that the forty years since added had made matters worse. 
He was a member of the committee of the council which had reported to 
the council. When they looked into the facts, he for one, and others, had 
-felt strongly that matters could not continue on their present footing, and 
that some arrangement must be made. Well, let them do what was to be 
done as became. gentlemen, not forgetting that the members of the club 
‘were just as anxious as anyone else for the well-being of the society. But 
when Mr. Macarthur sent out a circular with such an expression as 
**The members of the society against the council and the club,” 
were they going to indorse that? (Loud cries of ‘‘No.’’) He, 
for one, took an entirely different view from that. They ought 
not to go with disunion to the council, They had a council who, he 
was satisfied, were desirous to do their best. Let them leave it to 
the council, and he believed in a short time they would be able to lay 
before the members a scheme which should meet the wishes of the society. 
But if they could not put the club, by due consideration, on a proper 
footing, the club would have to go. Entirely recognizing the very fair 
manner in which the motion had been brought forward, he did not like a 
great many of the resolutions of which he had given notice. He (Mr. 
Addison) urged that the matter should not be taken out of the considera- 
tion of the council. Let the members leave them to manage their affairs. 
They would deal with them in the interests of the members and of the 
club as well. 

Mr. Exznezer Lenicue asserted that the council was devoted to the 
interests of the society, and not to the interests of the club. What the 
council had done in the past had been in entire consonance with the wishes 
of the members, but the time had come for a new arrangement. The 
resolution merely put an end to the present state of things, leaving the 
council to arrange what was the best course for the future. He was sure 
no member of the club would vote against the motion. 

Mr. B. G. Laxz observed that Mr. Addison had said, very much better 
than he himself could, much that he would have liked to have said, and 
with which he heartily agreed. But he would like to make some remarks 
upon the subject, because it was one in which he had taken great interest 
for a considerable time, and he hoped he might at least claim the merit 
of impartiality in regard to it. He hoped that the meeting would not be 
put to the trouble of a division, but that Mr. Ford would accept the 
amendment of Mr. Baker as it stood. Mr. Ford had put his case very 
fairly, but it must not be forgotten that the members of the council, 
though they were very disreputable, doubtless, in the eyes of some 
gentlemen—he did not mean Mr. Ford—had, at any rate, a certain 
sense of what was due to their personal dignity. He thought, there- 
fore, that they ought not to be content to rest quiet under a motion 
which, as framed, certainly conveyed a strong censure upon them, and 
was supported by the author of a pamphlet which, in terms, ¢ 
the couneil ‘with corruption, secret treaties, and a deliberate i 
of the interests of the society to their own personal ends. Having 
said that, he would~put aside Mr. Macarthur, who ought to have been 
ashamed of the pamphlet to which he had had the courage to put his 
name. But he would ask Mr. Ford to reconsider his decision, and to 
place himself for a moment in the position of a member of the council. 

e did not object at all to Mr. Ford’s speech, but the resolution he had 
propnoed was not quite in the same spirit. It rather treated the council 
as defaulting trustees. It did not require them simply to. put an'end ‘to 

the arrangement existing between the society’and the club, ‘but it required 





them to put an end to it within a week, and in reality said that # 

the council, did not happen to have a meeting next week, they 

one directly. He asked whether that was fair to the council. Hy 
Ford stated that his object was that the existing relations of the 

and the club should be considered, and that for that purpose 9; 
should be given to the end that within a year something should begm, 
he could have understood it. If the motion were carried in its pam 
terms, he appealed to them to say whether the council would nai 
exceeding their duty if they were to do anything besides giving 4, 
notice, and if they were to come to the society a year hence and say, “Wy, 
suggest so and so as the best basis of an arrangement,” it would beau 
the council were endeavouring to bolster up the club, although th 

the express intimation of the meeting that the club was to go. Th 
meeting should remember that they could not vote on Mr. Ford’s ( 
but upon his resolutions, as they had appeared before them week by wat 
in the legal journals, as well as in the disgraceful pamphlet to whic) 
had referred. He must say that he was more responsible for the wont» 
of the amendment than anyone else, and he understood it ‘to pis 
them, in the first instance, to what he thought everyone present, or ally 
one, was oA a wp that they had dence in the coupe; 
the governing body of the society. The amendment also pledged thems, 
this, that although the club might have been, and he believed was, f thy 
greatest benefit to the society when it was originally formed, yet the tim 
fact of its having continued for sixty years without increasing j 
numbers proved that there was something wrong with regard to 
thought it was the opinion of all connected both with the club and wig 
the society that a time had come when some alteration should be 
but he was strongly opposed to acting by revolution rather than 
reformation. In his opinion, the ballot could no longer be mai 

and he thought that within certain limits the club must be made aceessiby 
to every member of the society who wished to become a subscriber toi 
There must be a subscription, for there were additional e: } 


number of members, as it was evident all the members of the 
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must be met. Clearly also there must of necessity be a limit os ~ 


could not lunch together at the same time. It was also certain that’ 

council, and not the club, must be responsible for the regulations toh’ 

made, and that they must be virtually m command. In his opinion, thes 
‘a 


three principles were absolutely necessary to be carried into effect, mi @ 


the very fact that he might be wrong in thinking that the requisite reform 
could be carried out was a proof that the matter was one for di 
those intrusted by the members with the conduct of the affairs ore 
society, and by those peas for the club. If the members were ti 
able to trust the council, they ought to dismiss them; if, for instanee, 
after a strong expression of opinion on the part of the members, te 
council declined or neglected to act upon it, they ought to get Tidd 
them. But there was evidence of the desire of the council to carry out 
the wishes of the members. At the last general meeting, for example, 
Mr. Ford had nearly carried his motion, and at the very next count 
meeting a committee had been appointed to consider the subject to which 
the motion related, and a report had been prepared which had ben 
circulated amongst the members of the society. It would not have bem 
sent out in its present shape, but would have been accompanied ‘with 
recommendations as to the future of the club, but for the req 
The report was not the report of the council, but a report which ’ 
for the consideration of the council certain facts upon which acto 
could be taken. Mr. Ford’s requisition had caused the council to a 
pend further action, and the report was issued without the suggestim, 
which the council had instructed the committee to make, whether or 
modifications could, with advantage, be made in the constitution t 
club. The report was immediately issued to the members in order’ 
the facts might be undisputed. He urged upon the meeting the 
ability of permitting the council to goon. He thought they were 
opinion that a time had come when the club should be overhauled, 
— in to the society reconsidered. He believed this might. 
done, and that all of them wished to do it without the casting abou 
of mud upon anyone. He thought the amendment would : 
wishes of all of them, and urged the desirability of carrying it 3 
mously, as it would have far greater weight than if it were merely L 
on a division. 7 
Mr. T. H. Bouron: Will Mr. Lake move an amendment in the tem 
he has suggested ? 
The Presmenr remarked that there was already one amentmen 
before the meeting, and no other could be moved until that wast 
of. ‘ 
POM. Boron was anxious that any amendment should be one in -whid 
all of them might . He thought it should, whilst exp 
fidence in the council, contain a request to them to endeavour to 
club as extensive as the society, so that all those members of the « 
who wished to:enjoy the advantages provided by the club might do 60 
payment of a reasonable subscription, and without undergoing 
invidious ordeal of- the ballot. 
The Presmxnt: I shall be happy to hear you, Mr. Bolton, atl 
proper time, if it becomes necessary to move another amendment. 
present you must address your remarks to the motion or the am Bi 
Mr. Bourton thought the amendment not sufficiently definite. z 
The Presmpent reminded Mr. Bolton that if the amendment were eat 
it would become the substantive motion,'and he could move another P 
ment upon it then. : Oy 
Mr. Harotp Brown (Linklater, Hackwood, & Co.) said’ that after 
Mr. Lake’s observations he thought the matterwas getting into 
shape, but he thought the amendment would lead them all astray. ~ 
‘was wanted was not a middle course. ‘They had:to consider ‘the x 
tion that had been sent-out broadcast and the pamphlet in: ; 
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eo. sgasno good for Mr. Ford to come there and move, in a moderate 
the least offensive of the many motions of which he had given 
These hlets had been sent out broadcast, and if they passed 
ion which did pee | to express dissent with those motions, they 
doing a gross injustice to ves and to the council. (Loud 

‘of “ Divide.’’) 


5 PurstDENT said it appeared to be the general wish of the meeting to 


7 MAcaRTHUR rose and was met with a perfect storm of shouts, mingled 
k. es and cries of ‘‘ ogize.”” 

the PRESIDENT appealed to the meeting to hear Mr. Macarthur, 
jp was anxious to make a personal statement. The uproar, however, 
ontimued, and, after some time, the Presmpent put the amendment as 
inlows :—‘* This meeting, while expressing its confidence in the past and 
fasent council, requests the council to consider and, after conferring 
iii the Committee of the Law Club, to report whether, by any modifica- 
alteration in the existing arrangements, the advantages of the 

| be made more generally available for the members of the Institu- 
rn myoures to a future day, to be fixed by the council for the con- 

nm of their report,’’ which he declared to be carried by an over- 
ing majority. He then put it as a substantive motion and dec 


Ie President then left the chair amidst much confusion, and the pro- 
dings terminated. 
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LEGAL. APPOINTMENTS. 


WM Henry Barer Ince, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for the 
th of Hastings in the Liberal interest, is the son of Mr. Edward 
ee, and was born in 1830. Hewas called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 
in Trinity Term, 1855. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1875, 


Wr. Gzorce Carrick, solicitor (of the firm of Welchman & Carrick), of 
h and Upwell, has been appointed Clerk to the Wisbeach Board 
Guardians, Assessment Committee, School Attendance Committee, and 
ural Sanitary Authority, in succession to Mr. James Duppa Collins, 
resign Mr. Carrick was admitted a solicitor in 1870. 

it. Francis Epwarp Paynter, solicitor, of 57, St. Paul’s-churchyard, 
ha appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
of Judicature. 


Mt, Hart Travers Epes, solicitor, of Birmingham, has been appointed 
law Clerk to the Trustees of the Handsworth Bridge Trust, in succession 
at, . Simmons.Allen, deceased. Mr. Edge was admitted a soli- 


Mr, Anruur WeuEsLEyY Pxckuam (of the firm of Valpy, Chaplin, & 
Peckham), of 19, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, has been appointed a Commissioner 
toadminister Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Lumuzy Sarru, Q.C., who has been appointed Recorder of the 
Borough of Sandwich, in succession to Mr. Robert John Biron, Q.C., who 
een. appointed a metropolitan police magistrate, was formerly fellow 
of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, where he graduated as a wrangler in 1857. 
He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1860, and he 
became a Queen’s Counsel in 1880. Mr. Smith practises on the South- 
Tastern Circuit. He is a bencher of the Inner Temple. 


Mh, Marruzew James Burn, solicitor (of the firm of Burn & Berridge), 
of, Pancras-lane, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths 
ntheSupreme Court of Judicature. 

Mit. Jouy Hassarp, solicitor and notary, of 5, Dean’s-court, Doctors’- 
commons, pay ee registrar of the vince and diocese of Canterbury, 
las received the honorary degree of M.A. from the University. of Durham. 


Mr. Eowarp Harry Apcocx, of Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad- 
wt, London, E.C., and Croydon-road, Penge, has been appointed a 
ma er of the Supreme Court of Tasmania; and also a Commis- 
oer of the Supreme Court of the Province of South Australia. Mr. 
Adcock was admitted in 1865. : 

Mr. Jernotp Naruan Joszen, solicitor, of 17, Finsbury-pavement, has 
been gangs a Commissioner to receive Oaths for the Supreme Court of 
the Colony of New Zealand. Mr. Joseph has also been appointed a Com- 
sioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Sit Hevry Sr. Joun Hatrorp, baronet, has been elected Chairman of 


the Leicestershire Quarter Sessions. 
Mr. 


Fexprrick Opprw Taytor, solicitor (of the firm of Taylor & Sons), 
of Norwich, has been goa a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
e Court of Judicature 


the Suprem, 
pointed Recorder of the 


Mt. Gronoz Suze, barrister, who has been a 
pa of Hythe, in succession to Mr. Robert John Biron, Q.C., who 
othe pointed a metropolitan police magistrate, is the son of the 

“Mr. ce Shee. He was educated at Trinity Hall, ee: 
where he graduated in the second class of the Law Tripos in 1865. He 
¥as called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1867, and he 
eraehed the South-Eastern Circuit“and at the Kent Sessions. Mr. 
district probate registrar at Canterbury. 








imag ge and inland revenue stamp of the value of 2s. 6d. is now beg 
‘Will shortly-be- obtainable from all postmasters. 


MR. BENJAMIN, Q.C. 


On Saturday evening Mr. Benjamin, Q.C., was entertained at dinner, on 
the close of his forensic career, by the English bench and bar, the 
Attorney-General presiding. The entertainment took place at the Inner 
Temple Hall. After the toast of ‘‘The Queen,” 

The Arronney-GEnERAL p “The Health of Mr. Benjamin.” In 
the course of his ch he said: To-night the bench and bar unite to bid 
farewell and to wish God- to an old and valued comrade. Remark- 
able and unprecedented as this gathering is, still the causes which have 
occasioned it are easy to tell. Yet to trace them we must recall somé 
eighteen years that are past. It was then that the close ofa great 
had been reached. The strife of a nation had ceased. Some whom 
had deserted found no longer a home in their own land. Among them was 
one who had taken a foremost part in that struggle. Civilian jurist as he 
was, while he had not carried, yet he had lived within the scund of arms. 
And thus he had to bear the usual lot of vanquished men. Little save 
honour, reputation, and great gifts remained to him. And so, 
from his old home and starting on the journey of a new life, he 
towards the people among whom his fathers had dwelt. You know how Mr. 
Benjamin came among us, and how we have received him. He knocked at 
our doors and they were widely edtohim. We found place for him in 
our foremost rank, we grudged him not the leadership he so easily gained 
—we were proud of his success, for we knew the strength of the stranger 
among us, and the bar is ever generous even in its rivi towards success 
that is based on merit. And the merit must have been there, for who is 
the man, save this one, of whom it can be said that he held conspicuous 
leadership at the bars of two countries? The honour of the English bar 
was as much cherished and represented by him as by any man who has: 
ever adorned it, and we all feel that if hospitality our profession has 
afforded him he has repaid it, amply repaid it, not only by the reputation 
which his learning has brought tous, but by that which is more important ; 
—the honour his conduct has gained for us. 

Mr. Bensamrn, on rising to return thanks, was received with loud' 
cheering. He said: ‘‘ Dear and honoured friends, I trust you will pardon 
me for thus addressing you. It is the only term which will embrace you: 
all. I feel embarrassed beyond measure by the conflict of emotions I feel 
in the effort to address you. I cannot for an instant attempt to disguise: 
the feelings of joy, of gratification, excited in my heart by the cordial,, 
the generous reception you have been pleased to give to the ill-merited! 
but eloquent eulogium of my friend the Attorney-General. Still more: 
I am embarrassed by the occasion which has given rise to this meeting: 
The feelings of joy and gratification are counterbalanced—more than 
counterbalanced—by the reflection, unutterably sad, that to the 
majority of those present my farewell words to-night are a final 
farewell—that to the large majority of you I shall never again be 
by the smiling welcome, by the hearty hand-grasp with which I have 
been greeted during many years, and which had become tome almost the 
very breath of my life.” After referring to the state of health which ren~ 
dered his retirement from practice inevitable, he spoke in warm terms of 
the expressions of kindness and regret he received when his disease became 
known. Then, speaking of the friends at the bar he had lost by death, he 
said: ‘‘ And then there was that great judge, the late Master of the Rolls, 
whose premature decease is still deplored by all England as a national loss: 
In the very last week of his existence, while suffering intensely and:con- 
tinuously, while in spite of suffering he was devoting himself with 
superhuman energy to the duties of his high office, he actually found time 
to write me a long letter full of kindness and sympathy, assuring me of his 
regard and wishing me a long and happy life in my enforced retirement. 
To that letter I wrote an answer, mentioning that I had seen in all the 
papers allusions to the state of his health and to the failure of his physical 
powers, and, assuming that these were merely premonitory symptoms, that 
he was overworking his system, I wrote imploring him to take a — 80 
as to enable him to resume his labours with renovated s I do not 
know whether he ever received that letter. It could not have reached him 
until the Saturday. And on the Monday I was shocked by the news of his 
death. Why do I dwell on these topics? Because from the bar of 
England I never, so far as I am aware, received anything but:-warm and 
kindly welcome. I never had occasion to feel that any one regarded me 
as an intruder. I never felt a touch of professional jealousy. I never 
received any unkindness; on the contrary, from all quarters I received a 
warm and cordial welcome to which, as a stranger, I had no title, except 
that I was a political exile, seeking by honourable labour to retrieve 
shattered fortunes wrecked in the ruin of a lost cause. This 1s a theme 
on which I could dwell for hours, endeared as it is to me by 
reminiscences which will never fade away from my mind. But I am 
warned that I must not go on, and that excitement, however pleasurable 
it may be in thus recalling past times and in my career at the 
bar—however pleasing the excitement maybe, I am warned that it is a 
pleasure in which I must not indulge, and, therefore, I must conclude by 
thanking you all from the bottom of my heart for the kind reception you 
have given me ever since I first came among you down to this magnificent 
testimonial, the recollection of which will never fade from my memory, 
and on which I shall always love to dwell. I thank you all.” 

In reply to the toast of the Bench, the Lorn Cuancettor said :—If I 
had to speak of Mr. Benjamin only as an English barristeras I have known. 
him from the bench, : should say sation man, within my recollection, 

has possessed greater learning or di greater shrewdness or ability, 
De heduher tad tor tht-teterente habicotes to him, than he has mnibiteg. 
To these high qualities he has united one still higher, and which I think 
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has-always a characteristic of the English, ahd not caly of See 
bar but the bar of every part of Great‘Britainthe’ > 
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united with the greatest kindness aad generosity, and the greatest geniality 
in his intercourse with all the branches of the profession. That we should 
no longer have the benefit of his assistance and the light of his example is 
@ loss to us all.’’ 

Lord Cozrinez, in proposing the toast of ‘‘ The Bar of England,”’ said : 
**T need not enter into such topics as the honour, the eloquence, the in- 
tegrity, and learning of the bar—we know them—they may be taken for 
granted—they have almost passed into proverbs. In the very few words 
with which I shall preface this toast I desire to choose only two character- 
istics of the bar, both well known, but which it occurs to me the occasion 
makes it peculiarly proper to insist upon. I mean the independence of 
the bar and its great and unrivalled generosity.’’ With regard to the 
latter cheracteristic he said: ‘‘I know of no profession which upon the 
whole is so generous in its conduct and its judgments. There is none in 
which the competition is so keen; there is none in which-the struggle 
between man and man is, from various inevitable circumstances, 
so intensely personal; and yet there is no profession in which 
there is such fast friendship between professional rivals. If 
E wanted an instance to point to, I should say, Look at Mr. Benjamin. 
He came among us a foreigner, in mature‘life, with great and known 
celebrity ; yet he has told us how he was received, and he knows that 
from no single member of the profession, high or low, was there ever one 
spark of jealousy at the unrivalled success which he so speedily attained, 
both on his circuit and in Westminster Hall. He knows we were all proud 
of him. He knows that with an unanimity remarkable even in this 
generous profession, bench and bar have met to-night with enthusiastie 
cordiality to do him honour. I am told by a learned friend of mine, older 
than myself, and who knows everything, that, forty years ago some similar 
honour was intended for—though, as it happened, it could not be actually 
received by—Story. Forty years have elapsed, and we pay such a honour 
to one more distinguished than Story, but whom we think of here as an 
English barrister and an Englishman.”’ 








THE BAR COMMITTEE. 


A meertine of the bar, called by the Attorney-General, to consider the 
—< scheme of bar committce regulations, was held in the Middle 

emple Hall on Saturday afternoon, the Attorney-General in the chair. 
The draft regulations were put one by one to the meeting, and amend- 
ments were proposed to a number of the clauses, but no substantial 
modification was made, unless an amendment which provided that voting 
papers should be filled up personally be thought important. Amendments 
with the object of establishing distinct representation for the younger 
branch of the junior bar, barristers of less than ten years’ standing, were 

roposed by Mr. J. Chester, and seconded by Mr. E. G. Man, but were 
ost. Voting was in most cases by show of hands, but a division was taken 
on an amendment to paragraph 4, ‘‘ the electors to be the whole bar.”” It 
was proposed to have election by such members of the bar as had a busi- 
ness address in the United Kingdom. The amendment, however, was 
lost, the votes being 109 for and 138 against it. An application to the 
benchers of the Inns of Court for a subvention to the expenses was pro- 
posed by Mr. ee opposed by Dr. Phillimore, on the ground of in- 

, an : 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The society’s annual dinner has been fixed for Wednesday next, the 
11th inst., at seven p.m., instead of the 10th, as appeared in our last 
issue. It will be held at the Holborn Restaurant, and the tickets (6s. 
each) can be had of any member of the Dinner Committee, Mr. Templer, 
Mr. Spence, or Mr. Jenks. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. JAMES FAWDON SKIPPER. 


Mr. James Fawdon Skipper, barrister, died on the 18th ult. 
pari gua was the eldest son of Mr. James Stark Ski 
wich. He was born in 1852, and he was educa at Norwich Grammar 
School and at St. John’s College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar at 
the Inner Temple in June, 1879, when he joined the South-Eastern Circuit, 
and he also at the Norfolk, Norwich, and Yarmouth Sessions. 
Although of only four years’ standing, he had achieved considerable pro- 
fessional success, and he had a fair share of criminal and county court prac- 
tice. Mr. Skipper had for several weeks evinced delusions and other 
symptoms of mental disease, and on the 18th inst. he was travelling by an 
express train from Norwich to London. While the train was proceeding 


Mr. 
per, solicitor, of Nor- 


at full speed, near Chelmsford, he jumped out of the ca: and was 
killed on the spot. Me nest was held ot see ie Alara pu grid 
insanity was returned. Mr.Skipper wasunmarried. He was att 

Chelmsford Cemetery on the 21st inst. 




























LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


June 28.—Bills in Committee. 
Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law); Local Govern»: 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) ; Local Government Provisional Order (fj 


ways). 
Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Brirts.—Canvey Island (Sea Defences) ; Penzance Corporati. 
Bristol Port and Channel Dock; London and North-Western Rajp,; 
(New Railways); London and North-Western Railway (Additigy) 
Powers); Midland Railway; Portsmouth Street Tramways Amalgam 
tion. 


2 Se £E = ERE 


June 29.—Royal Assent. 

The Royal Assent was given by Be ear: mate to the following Bills. 
Lord Alcester’s Grant ; Lord Wolseley’s Grant; Municipal Corporatioy. 
Pier and Harbour Orders Confirmation (No. 1) ; Local Government Bog) 
(Ireland) ; Provisional Order Confirmation (Killarney Waterworks); P 
and Harbour Orders Confirmation (No. 2); Gas and Water Orders (qm, 
firmation; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2); Water Ordérs Gq, 
firmation; Hounslow and Metropolitan Railway; Workington Ipqj 
Board (Water); East London Railway; Great Western and Llynyi aj 
Ogmore Railway Companies Amalgamation; a Bill for rendering yj 
certain letters patent granted to Joseph Law and Henry Law for “Jy, 


provements in appliances for heating, hardening, and tempering Wy 
used in the manufacture of cards for carding fibres’’; Cambrian Rae [tis 
ways; Downham and Stoke Ferry Railway; Great Eastern, Tendriyiiy favour 
Hundred, and Clacton-on-Sea Railway ; Sheffield Corporation ; Stavela aim the su 
Waterworks (Transfer, &c.); Belfast Harbour; Aberdeen Extension ayjime bases! 
Improvement ; Glasgow and South Western Railway ; Longton Imp Manist 
ment; North Eastern Railway (General); Waterford and Limerick Rakim Att 
way; Wrexham, Mold, and Connah’s Quay Railway ; Glasgow, Yoker, mil fing’ 
Clyde Bank Railway; London, Chatham, and Dover Railway; Noi jp lay 
British Railway; Deaf and Dumb Poor Asylum; Birmingham Corpon i gteyer 
tion (Consolidation); Heywood Corporation; Liverpool Improveme Meser 
Canvey Island (Sea Defences) ; Penzance Corporation; Bristol Port ai tas 
Channel Dock; Borrowstounness Harbour; Burnley Borough Impp ais 
ment; Nottingham Corporation; Thames; and Sir Robert Peel’s Estate, hall o 
Bill Read a Second Time arran, 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Funds). = 
Bilis Read a Third Time. 
Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law); Local Governmat 
Provisional Orders (Poor Law No. 3); Eocal Government Provision C0. 


Order (Highways). 
July 2.—Bills in Committee. 

Tramways Provisional Orders a 3); Tramways Provisional Order (No. 
4); Enclosure Provisional Order (Hildersham) ; Land Drainage Provision 
Order (No. 2); Metropolis Improvement Provisional Order ; bir 
Improvement Provisional Order (No. 2); Metropolis Improvement 
visional Order (No. 3); Metropolis Improvement Provisional Order (Nt 
4); Supreme Court of Judicature (Funds); New Forest Highway; 
Forest of Dean (Highways). 


Bills Read a Third Time. 

Private Bris.—Maryport and Carlisle Railway (No. 2); Cleator ail 
Workington Junction Railway; Swindon, Marlborough, and Andow 
Railway; Swindon and Cheltenham (Extension Railway) eds 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3); Sea Fisheries ; 


Bills in Committee. 
Pawnbrokers ; Public Health (Dairies). 


July 3.—Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Brr1s.—South Hayli Bridge ; Portsmouth (Borougi) 
i , Fratton, and Southsea ways; Halesowen ile 
closure Provisional Order (Hildersham) ; Land Drainage Provisional Ont 


(No. 2). 
New Forest Highways; Forest of Dean (Highways). 


New Biil. 
rovide for the use of continuous breaks on 
1 De La Wan). 


Bill to 


passenger trains @ 
railways ; 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


June 28.—New Bills. 
Bill to render damages under the collision clause in marine 


ee ee ee ee eee ee 


policies # 







oon irrevocable in so far as regards the ship proved to have b M 
t. ‘ 
Bill to amend the Companies Acts, 1862 and 1867. | 
Bill to amend the Contagious Diseases Acts, 4866 and 1867 (Manevis® 
Haxrrtinoron). 
June 29.—Bill in Committee. L 
Parliamentary Elections (Corrupt Practices) (clayses 6 and 7). . 
Bill Read a Third Time. 
Private Brrit.—Brighton Corporation Water. 
F 






New Biil. 
Bill to amend the law respecting the disqualification of members of 
authorities having shares or interests in newspapers (Mr. Moruzy). 
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: i B Barn t District Gas od Wal ter? “Ennerdale Rail 
be ILLS.— e and Water; e way ; 
's Patent ; 8 jose raving Dock ; Regent’s Canal City oad COURT PAPERS. 
Bailway (Canal Capital); Boctl Lighting Provisional Orders (No. SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
4 Bill in Committee. Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCB ON 
mi me, Parliamentary Elections (Corrupt Practices) (clauses 7—14). Date. Couns oP ¥. ©. Bacon. nie, Josten 
’ chine ee Monday, Jaly sssesess+ 9 Mr.Cobby ‘Mr. Merivale Mr. Clowes 
Medical il in ittee. Tuesday eecese eeee 7 — Marval aoe: 
on a Parliamentary Elections (Conrupt Practices) (clauses 15—19). Thursday — Sal ——. Koe = 
(Additions July 4.— Bills Read a Second Time. Friday......csccccsesess 13 Cobby Merfale Clowes 
Amalgam, [and Tax Assessments rsete Deen Acts Amendment; Elec- | 58UFday.-++e+seeeeeeers If Jackson King Koe 
tie Lighting Provisional Mr. Jasticn Mr. Justice Me. Justin 
Monday, Joly ...ecoce.. 9 Mr. ‘Cartage, Mr. — Mr. Pemberton 
ng Bills: ‘ Bill in it 
Dastiagy eens? Hlestons (Compt rome (clauses 18-24. Week. |. Gabe Ja ae 
far soni cccegece- cece a ian“ a — 
ee eeeeeeeeeseeeeeee arrl em 
en neers oe Weal Chfoney) (Afr. Counrwzy). mie Gee Ward 
LEGAL NEWS. CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 






It is stated that, with regard to Belt v. Lawes, Lord Coleridge is in 
favour of a new trial on general grounds, and particularly with regard to 
the -up of Mr. Baron uddleston, while Mr. Justice Denman 
bases his opinion only on the excessive amount of damages. Mr. Justice 
Manisty is of opinion that the verdict should stand. 


At the distribution of Bag to the students of the evening classes at 
King’s College, on Tuesday last, the following distinctions were awarded 
in law:—The Lord Chief Justice’s Prize to Mr. W. J. Lewin ; Messrs. 
Stevens & Sons’ Prize to Mr. F. W. Crisp; and certificates of merit to 
Mesers. J. Chapman, J. Gault, G. M. Weekley, and C. J. Alldis. 


ae week the First Commissioner of Works, Mr. Shaw-Lefevre, M.P-» 
eek of friends made a visit to the various bengal Boe the central 
hall Royal Courts of Justice for the p f inspecting the 
arrangements which have now been completed by the Swan United 
Hlectric Light oarew for ee ting the Royal Courts of Justice by the 
electric light. The central was illuminated by six Crompton arc 
of 4,000-candle power, while the courts and corridors were 
by Swan incandescent lamps. There are upwards of 20,000 yards 
conducting wires laid within the building. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jomr Stock Compantrss. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Lospon MANUFACTURING Company, {seem "sh ag for winding up, 
ease ae ie heard bef ore Kay, J. ‘at the Royal | Courts of 
peepee, 00 July 13. tan soli mee, A. 

myeon Stocs. Bax etition for = = up, presented 


be heard A turday, 
White Lien ea st, solicitor for ad before Chitty onesie ere 
[Gasette, June 29.) 


are ogra, oS on or before 
Thursda: 9 at 11, is panne or 
’ a , a 
and adjudicating upon the debts and 7” . 


ASSOCIATION, LIMITED. — for vinings 
directed to be heard before ur 4 On July 18 
mie at, solicitors for the petitioner 
QGLoBE -—_weareon, 


Miz Corron Company, LiwirEp.—Credito 
ft, to send their names and addresses, and the 


"8 on 


om Commane , LIMITED. Jb pe fa order dated June 22, 
eppointed ¢ John Folland y omg hy be official liquidato: 
Nogra oars LonDon FREEHOLD LAND AND Hovsn | a Petition for 


» presented June 30, directed to Soa te before Pearson, J., on July 
I Wed and Co, ‘Tower chimbrs, Lon¢ phe Teg vee solicitors for the petitioner 


Riot Fon Lrurrep.—Petition for win , presented 
une 0, directed to be heard before V.C., on July 14. 8 
8q, solicitor for the petro capt reste — — 
LLIERY PANY, LIMITED.—. bap * 

dated June 23, it was ordered that the owe A winding up ot the ve 
ts for Duignan and 


Oo, Walsall, pm many rao and Co, Bedford row, 
solicitors for the petitioners 


' Gazette, July 8. 
- * UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. . —) 
NOMIO BUILDING SocreTy.—Petition for win resen’ 
py inberpypyten pels: won, J on July 13 Byes aed ‘Lucas, 
Surrey st, Strand, agents for Taylor Co, Hanclester, solicitors for the 
18 Petitioner 
(Gazette, July 3.) 


Frrenpty Soocretizs Dissonvep. 
lqzan Ron Roy Frrenpiy Socrery, Yorkshire Grey Inn, Stratford, Easex. 


CxnerER Longa, United Order of Odd Fellows, Bull’s Head Inn, Tarvin, 
(Gazette, June 29.} 


Faimourn Sxcrion No 1 oF THE CORNWALL ORDER OF THE Sons OF TEM- 
Frienpiy Soocrery, Choral Hall, High st, Falmouth, Cornwall. 


(Gazette, July 3,) 








CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
Agee, Ma ange Birmingham, Gent. July 20. Aston v Peel, Chitty, J. Price, 


Cua East Lulworth, Dorset, Farmer. July 20. Champ v Champ, 
Chitty, J. berm oe Jewry 

ate an RoBeEkrt, Little tle Thorpe, Durham, Gent. July 20. Coates v Donnison, 

pening, 5. Marshall, JAMES, Fn ll nr Skipton, York, Gent. July 26. Musson v 


Hargrea: Ka mE . Thompson, caster 
Wn ,-ANN CHARLOTTE, Leicester. July 13. Pochin y Holyland, Chitty, J. 
‘oller, Leicester 
e Ss Bloxham, Oxford, Gent. July 20. Rees v Falkner, Pearson, 
allam. ‘ord 

SAUNDERS, GEORGE JAMEs, Oswestry, Salop, Chemist. July 23. Piercy v Saun- 
ders, Chitty, J. Davies, Oswestry 

SIMPSON, ——— Penfold st, Camberwell, Gent. July 20. Ashley v Punnett, 
Pearson, J Grun/ , Budge row, Cannon 


‘AITES, THO! ‘OMAS, Mistel Shenchet July 31. Thwaites v Thwaites, 
Pearson, J. Holden, Bolton 
TRUEFIIT, apwase die Hacen, V0 Withaly of meee . Aug 20. 
Tru Vv .) , Bacon, George st, 
bal re i ag matte eadhoed, Terk, Stuff (tr Mecchont. July 30. Bank v Tordoff, 
— [Gasette, Tune 22.) 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
LAST DAY oF CLAIM. 
Amny, acre wd Scarborough, Gent. Sept 1. Turnbull and Co, Scar- 
ApmorD WruLu4 Tama, New York, U.S., Gent. July 30. Lambert and Co, 
John st, Bedford ro 

aes, WILLIAM, , Codtord St Mary, Wilts, Gent. Sept 29. Chapman and 
Brpucgiay, Wintlaa, Prestwich, Lancaster, Yeoman. Aug 1. Grundy and 
Bue 'G GzoreGE F? «prnaTon, York, Gut: Te A Holtby, York 
CHANDLER, 4H, Pewsey, Wilts. 
CHANDLER, RICHARD, Pewsey. — Guu Lg 
CHAPMAN, EpwakD, Bristol, untant. July 31 * Hea: 
ORnnaga ROBERT BRUCE, ‘Aldershot, “Gent. Aug 1. Robinson and Co, King’s 

@aantes, Tunbridge Wells, Colonial Broker. July 16. Murray and Co, 


Co ELImaBEtTH, Tunbridge Wells. July 16. M and Co, Birchin lane 
ene GEORGE, Hig! Sas hill, Gent. ‘Aug 8. Lawrence and Son, Chan- 


Davis, CHARLES, Perey Cross, Fulham rd. July 31. Talbot and Tasker, Bedford 
sa | Bene Ao AUS La Se hag ™yatin ean 

Dopson, JosEPH, Dewsbury, Se 13. Ridgway and Ridgway, Dews- 
Epwanpe, WALTER, Caerleon, Monmouth, econ Augi3. Dauncey, New- 
BiLgoox, Eowanp, Brierley Hill, Stafford, Baker. July 31. Gould and Eleock, 
r= GEORGE, Hagley, Worcester, Gent. July 31. Gould and Eleock, Stour- 
ee Kingston upon Hull. July 21. Holden and Co, Kingston 


Guones Harry, Right Hon., Earl of —— and Warrington, Ashton-under- 
Lyne. Oct1. Bower and ‘Uo, Chan 


HEDLEY, Rowise July 21. Potter, Derby 
JOELL, Manx, Derb Derby, ining Ba tts, Ch eld 
ENort, Li buxek Vea Te ww. Tuly 2. 


oa Jom REGINALD 
ott, Worcester 
w kineston upon full Sn en a July 26. Holden and Co, 


upon 
Nasu, JOSEPH, Braintree, Essex, Gent. July 30. Jiahmes, Sei 
Hiusaom, HENRY, Liverpool, Stevedore. July 31. and Smith, Liverpool 
AKDEN, THO! em, Stafford, Butcher. July 14. Julian, Burslem 

is Jou Jann opera Ropar, Hale 9 garden South 

. ume al 

onaw, Stone, 8 Stafford, Farmer, Aug3i. A and Marfleet, Long- 
SLEE, BENJAMIN, Carlisle, Cumberland, Painter. Augi. Bendle, Carlisle 
— Epwarp Hi , Weymouth, ‘Dorset, Gent.” Ang 1, Booth, Gray’s inn 


Wicoce, Josuva WraGG, Barnsley, York, Confectioner. July 31. Maddison, 
Waiours, Faaxons, Boughton under the Blean, Kent. Aug 22. Tassell and Son, 
{ Genetic, June 28.) 
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SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


July 10.—Messrs. BLakE, Happoor, & C. at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Free- 
hold Sapte ae advertisement, June 30, p. 4). 
July 10. {Leasehold Prop sc FARMER, ‘& Brripaewa' at the Mart, at 
2p.m., 4 ia old Properties (see advertisement, June 16, p. 13). 
July 10.—Messrs. DRIvER & Co., at the Mart, Freehold Properties (see advertise- 
sponte, Tyne 16, p+ £4 Pils “week, p. 4). 

July 10.—Messrs LUMLEY, at the Mart, at 2p.m., Freehold Estate (see 

vertisement, phe => 6). 

uly 11 —Messrs Jantes BEAL & Sov, at the Mart, at1 p.m., Frechold Property 
(see advertisement, June 16, p.8 

2 il. ——— nee: & Goutpmre, at the Mart, at 1p.m., Reversion (see ad- 

ent, June 30, 

Sear te ae, Enwit Fox & BOUSFIELD, atthe Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold 

Pro; ard advertisement, Ji ~ 16, p. 5}. 


July 12.— AREBROTHER, ELLIS, CLARK, & Co., at the Mart re Nene 
Properties (soaed advertisement, Jun une i, p33 ; and this week, p. 
July 12.—Messrs. C. C..& T. Moore, at the Mart, at 1 for 2 p.m., aH and 


Leasehold Estates (see advertisement, this wee! P.. 
July nt Tune ey atthe Mart, at 2p.m., Freehold perty (see advertise- 
ment, June 16, p 
July ‘Messrs. DANIEL SMITH, Son, & S Sarre, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold 
Property (sce: see advertisement, aig Se ara 6, fr page). 
July 13.— . MASTERMAN, Greps, & Co. » at Manchester, Leasehold Property 
see advertisement, June 30, p. 4). 








BIRTHS, sage AND DEATHS. 


TATHAM. ae 1, at Milbrook Soees Wece hil, Highgate, the wife of Thomas 
Clarke Tatham, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
TREVANION. — July 8, at 8, Albert-mansions, Teen, the wife of H. 
——— Trevanion, barrister-at-law, of a daug! 
‘AN.—May 27, at Calcutta, the wife of Tien John Trevelyan, barrister- 
aie of a daughter. 
DEATHS. 


Snurpson.—J une 27, suddenly, at Beaufort louse, Alexandra-park, late of Gore 
House, Greenheys, Manc éster, Richard S jimpson. 64, 

WIitiaMs.—June 28, at Bapbemn-scmnmon, Stephen Williams, solicitor, late of 16, 
Bedford-row, London, aged 87 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Frmay, June 29, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Bist, oe, Clerkenwell rd, Drapers’ Bust Manufacturer. PetMay17. Pepys. 
at 

eon Fos ry Gt James st, Bedford row, Auctioneer. Pet June 25, Murray. 

Cockburn, F G La Coste, Eastbourne ter, Paddington. Pi a 

Pr. — he rd, Printer. Pet Mar3. Brougham. sia ss 
m, Henry, lebone r. Pe 10 at 11. 4 

Elwyn, Charles Edward, Hill st, Knightsbridge, of no pee A June 

Brougham. July 10 at 12 
Harben, Beniomin, and Arthur Oharles Harben, Gt Tower st, Provision Mer- 


chants. Pet June 23. Pepys. Te wh heat il 
Shrubb, Sometel John Dusnlie tish Town, Actuary. Pet June19. Pepys. 


July 11 at 12.80 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Barnes, George Powell, and Samuel Swire Py tham, Manchester, Drysalters, 
Pet June 25° Lister. ne Sone, uly 19 a’ 2 
Beat, J John, Liverpool, General Shan. Bot June 26. Cooper, Liverpool, 


17 
Ba RA! rd, : Frederick, Bristol, Colonial Produce Brok Pet . 
Bristol Si 11 at 2 . : ai Fema, 38 
xT in Liverpool, Gaietal Dealer. Pet June 27. Oooper. Liverpool, 
An the a 
ed, Heckmondwike, York, Maltster. Pet June 23. Tennant. 


hi 12 at 2 

vi a h William, Gt Yarmouth, Mineral Water Manufacturer. PetJune 
Hole. Gt Ye aay 11 at 12 

Charles Gibbs, Bradford, Corn Merchant. PetJune27. Lee. Bradford, 


Wray t 17 at 12 
TuEspAyY, July 8, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
ToSurrender in London. 


James, Fol 33, rd, Sou 3, Bout th Kensington, Art Furniture Company, PetJune 
aut, Donald James Morrison, and Le Downes, Lime 

Findlay, Jam June 27. Pronehae July 20 at 12 me me 

‘Winsor, p~ ths y tea Miles lane, Tobacconist, Pet June 28. Haglitt, July18 


To Surrender in the Country. 
ioaraif, Su oat Penarth, Glamorgan, Builder. Pet June 29, Langley. 
eee ere rate Mens Pa rms 
puoroter, Fay i. 1'90 Solicitor. Pet June 29. Cooper. Liverpool, Ji 

uly 27 
Pugh, Jane, Aberystwith, Cardigan. Pet June 28. Davies. Aberystwith. July 
— ry Anderson, Sunningdale, Berks. Pet June 90. Bell, Kingston, 
ssinokton Fuilp, Gainford, Durham, Beer Merchant. Pet June 27. Farmer. 


ses ett oe Leonards, Mortlak J 
. Wandsworth, duly 20 at 11 — 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Femay, June 29, 1883. 
Rudgard, William Dore, Oxford, Gent, June 21 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frmay, June 29, 1883, 
Allsobrook, Joseph, Anslow, Stafford, Greengrocer. July 12 at 11 at 


PR ag urton-on-Trent 
n, Thomas, Stretford, nr Manchester, Baker. . July 18 at 8 at office atl 
Cross chester 


hers reed dmay ¥ peak, Xetingdon, Licensed Victualler. July 195 
office of Parkes and B valle Speen Ll ia Aa B Joly a ; 
work Hotel, Market pl, wold. Cass ana 


Worcester, Hatter. July 12 at 11 at office of Corbett, Ak 
piouse the Worcester 
Robert William, Oxford, Draper. July 13 at 12 at 99, Cheapside, = 


i rd 

Bellis, Joseph lho , jun, Kr ew mg July 10 at 8 at Dog and 
Ho Be erny Manchester, Wall, Wigan 

Beveridge, James, Eon Weald, Easex, 1 nee July 11 at 2 at Guildhall Ty 


Gresham Gra: j 

er Robert, PL Rictond’ Ho Rope. Manufacturer. July 11 at 11 ae 
of O'Connor, Ber Bennett’s hill, Birming! 

Boon, David, Hanley, Stafford, Grocer. July 18 at 11.30 at office of Snow, Cheap 


side, Hanley 
Boud, John Day, Oindertond, Giesecster, Ironmonger. July 12 at 12 at the Ney 


Bowyer, William, Little Thurlow, § Suiblk me, July 14 at 11 at Rose ay 

low. Fenn and Co, 

Box, James Bromley, St John st, Clerkenwell, Provision Merchant. July 188t; 
at office of Burn and Berri *Pancras lane, Bucklersb 

Bud ns and Go, Marland otting hill, Corn Dealer. July 11 at 3,30 at ol 















; 





of Jones an k 
Burton, Frederi: don, Window Blind Maker, July 24 at 8 at ofl 
f sare, ficial ra, bags, enhall avenue 
Carter, Goo ore it sschange bides Norfolk, Grocer. July 18 at 8 at office of Oily 
an ; 
sobers. Charles John, Wil n, Durham, Builder, July 11 at 3 at offieg 
Edgar, Silver st, Bishop A’ 
Cornet, b Auxibie Touls, Southwark bridge rd, Shirt Manufacturer, 


19 at 4 at Cities of Hanson, King st, Cheapside. Myers, 
Guildhall 
Cagrwinsiky, Louis, Barnsley, York, Hairdresser. July 17 at 8 at office of ti 
Davies, Bvan Ed wards, Gordon rd, Stoke Newington, So aciton's Clerk, Julps 
at 3 at Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn, Williams, Cecil st, 8 
Davies, | Williean, ‘arma Carmarthen , Grocer. July 18 ry 10,80 at offe 
Davis, Barnet, key rd, Boot Maker, July 16: ot 8 at office of Pratt 
pugrton old’ Jewry chbrs. Raphael, Moo + 
kin, James, J hn Deakin, Mills. a and H Deakin, 
— "Northwi ch, ie Manufacturers. July 12 at 12 at office of Fletcher, 
Piteading Reading, Berks, Baker, July 14 at 3 at office of Newman, Fr 
Denton, ¥ oseph, Harvey Denton, and Walter Denton, Ecclesfield, York, Tilten, 
July i1at11 at office of Webster and Styring, Hartshead, Sheffield 
Devonald, George James, Bristol, Warehouseman. July 10 at 12%at officed 
Brittan and Cok Small st, Bristol 
Dorer, Dominic, and Berthold Dorer, No’ Furniture Dealers. July ia 
8 at office of Stevenson, — hy. ace “be ongate, seller. July 
Leonard uly 18 at 3 at Guilt 


ag KTS io - Gresham <- m See Old x, Bo 
o1mee 4 8st. = e 
Doubleday, Frederick William, Diss, No so ea Sa Water Manufacture, 
J ¥ 12 at Bat office of O and Co, Lincoln’s-inn 
eYork” Lucy, Haxby, Brick Maker. July 13 at 11 at Aire of Wood, Pavement, 
Eden eri High Holborn, Tobacconist. July 16 at’ 2 at office a 
Linkla’ repent Co ‘Go, Walbtook sil 
Ed oe Strand, Licensed Victualler, entes 28 at 10.30 se 
nou ot, b Repent st ten 
Egan, James, ani 
Sat Nee 


t High Hol Lewis i: zaeme 
Bye, Gat aroline, B pcg ean Schcolmistreas, Bot 36 


aed of Pigsse, old Je 
Ea Robert Cha) appell, Fob ies Exley, Batley, York, Builders. July 12 at 108 
at Law Society, Bond Ms bews and 


bury. 
i be enaae ii Bale oa 
Wi Hants, Butcher. July 11 
Assistant. Ju 
Builder. July 19 at2 












aS 
















































lane, Smithiil 
12 at 1 at office of Rooke él 
Manufacturer. July 19 at 8 at office of Wik 
business. July 16 at ita 
17 ab 3 of Neve, London m, 
Makey, July 10 at 2 at Swan , 
Dealer. July 9at 3 at ¢ ‘ 
July 16 at 12 at offieed 
of no occupation. July 1201 
Victualler. July i 
8 at Hotel, Ms 
July 14 at 11 at office of Dati’ 
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e, Morpeth, Banker’s Clerk. July 11 at 3 at office of Webb, New- 


and Emily liza Davies, Manchester, Boot Dealers. July 11 at 
panon, Dpamnees st, Manchester 

itt Young, and and Augustus Durant, Gresham st, Merchants. 

Cannon st. Freeman and Dicker, ‘Gutter lane, 

Advertisement Contractor. July 20 at 3 at Crown 

. July 12 at 12.30 at office of Henderson, 


Jinsor nents Geeatteet, 60 tbiatienter. July 23 at 3 at office of Heywood, 
Albert ee Manche 

Nor? uffenham, Rutland, Painter. July 13 at 10 at 

, inster, Baronet. July 24 at 2 at 


Henry, 
of Law, St Mary’s ears. 
Sir Ri i 
: , Butcher. July 11 at 3 at office of 


chard 
Beyfus and 
Draper. July 11 at 12 at office of 
d, Derby ene. aus 12at3 at Com- 
Cutts. tts, Cheste: 
July 17 at 3 at 
Aird, Bra we BR ct 


Oliver ‘Cromw: ve, Lordshi ieee, East 
liat 8 — Milena Hot Hotel, Ironmonger "Mars- 


Ran, gem Builder Suly 11 at 1at the Grand Hotel, Bristol. Burch, 
William, Birmingham, Fruiterer. July 13 at 3 office of Fallows, Cherry st, 


therham, York, Licensed Victualler. J 
rn sities 3 “et thtarah, Westgate, fo Rotherham “! 
st. ted nm Biactord 


on, Grocer. July 13 at 12 at office of Collins, 
’ omas, bib ge 2 Notting hill, _ _apaamnatenen. July 11 at 11 

st ofie of of Rommen, orman. borough st, Repat = ” 
Bien Hi gary, Newington Butts, Gas Fitter. ty uly 12 at 2 at office of Kent, 

annon 

aiinen’ George Ernest, and Frederick Enoch, Adelaide st, Strand, Advertise- 
tno, Walbrook July 19 at 2.30 at Guildhall "Tavern, Gresham st. Emanuel 
1 wthian South Hank, York, Grocer. July 12 at 3 at office of 


oy, Qucen’s er ’s ter, Middlesbo 
Annie Maria, Decyer. July 16 at 3 at office of Wright and 











Leicester, 
oir st, Leicester 
Lewis, Gracechurch st, Merchant. July 17 at 3 at office of Lumley and 
: Conduit st, Bond st. 
eter, Grocer. July 10 at 11 at office of Andrew, Bedford circus, 
PBeienon omas Robert, Nottie ham, out of business. July 10 at 12 at office of 
Eldon chbrs, No gham 

Durham, Grocer. July 11 at 11.80 at office of 

Silver st, Bishop som, Dar 
George, Yeovil, Somerset, Tea Dealer. July 12 at 2 at 177, Fleet st. 
Al Bristol, Draper. July 7 at 12 at office of Evans, Exchange bigs 


oe te st Within, Oil and Tallow Broker. J 6 at 12 at 
ms’ avenue, Basinghail st. Knight, Quality ct, 


ae lane 

Roberts, John, jun, Rathbone pl, Ontong ot Licensed Victualler, Oct 22 at 2 at 

Office of ‘and head Moorgate Har 
ee dk h st, fowyn . July 13 at 3 at office of 

0, 

we egies Renn Henney, Bish y Avckland, Durham, Architect. July 10 at 11.30 at 

ver % ishop Aucklan: 
Russell B Wood, N onthe Shield elds, Northumberland, Licensed Victualler. 

pg 3.20 80 at atice of f Hal, V Nos. it papderian land 

a der. sree Sonaaaenee 


Suita m. bl 
ENE mpton bldga, Ch ay 2 my 2: at office of Carrane, 
pean, Balop, wy 


etore, Liverpool, Chronometer 
s, July 10 at 2 at ities of flee of Ohad wick and Thomas, Harrington st, 


y, Derby, Potter. July 13 at 11 at office of Heny, Market place, 

ing barancls, Honedadisch, 3 Faney Goods Dealer. July 26 at 12 at Cannon st 
i a ict Blick ety Kay July 18 at 12 at office of Edmondson 

. ee Cumberland, Grocer. July 13 at2 at office 

swgate st, Chacts July 16 at 3 at office of Bridg- 
uly 10 at 12 a office of Phillips, Ben- 
ederick, Biemingham Builder, July 13 at 2 at office of Hobbs, Clare st, 
= thar, Wolverhampton, Grocer. July 18 at 11 at office of Rhodes, Queen 
, Tunstall, out of business. July 7 at 11.45 at office of Hollins- 

iy nd New Brentford, Grocer. July 11 at 11 at office of Hughes, 
Arthur William, Fo ‘ortess rd, Kentish Fata Tobacconist. July 2 at 2 at 
George, Whitwick viek, Leics ck, Leicester: Boot De Boot Dealer. July 11 at 11 at office of Wright 
Se ae at tresb ment Hanee Ke oe. July 10 at 12 at office 
Birkenhead, Chester, Shoe Dealer. July 16 at 8 at office of 

tel, Waleall. Stafford, Licensed Victualler, July 12 at 11 at 

ai. York, Joiner. July 13 at 3 at office of Sykes, Heck- 


TUESDAY, July 3, 1883. 
a Hatter, July 17 at 2 at Royal Oak Hotel, 


t_of business, July 17 at 3 at Mitre 
al aes, hin st, Southwark, mr Rete Tuly 20 at 2 at 
rd andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside, Barrett, John st, 


ow 

















and M 
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PEeTENG Sale Roots, Bowkers tow 
“ety ee 


tee Lope Tea gone 
ean, Gk Tnvets she Gouete. Milliner. J; 


2 oho emo ee ett et om 
Bowater, ec. aaa by BA - ) out of employment. July 16 at 11 at 
as sui , Refteakiment House Rooper. July 19 at 8 at office of Mole 
x SR July 17 at 11 at office of Scott, Vic- 
Hi ,N ham, Mineral Water . = 
esilrige, Notting! Agent. July 


17 at 3 at office of Buckby, Gallewtree gate, 
Carrington, Benjamin Golding, Ipswich, Game Dealer. July 18 at 2 at office of 
Pollard, St Lawrence st, I 
oe bers, Lowery bg verre Builder. July 164612 at 72, King st, Maidstone.. 
° 
Cole, Alfred, Gloucester, Builder, July 16 at 2.30 at office of Jones, Eldon chbrs, 


obi om ot mene July 16 at 3 at office of 


eon 


ae kaa Ma: 


wood, Robcsaien York, Cotton Manufacturer. tape 18; 
at 10.30 at office of Eastwood, Masonic hall, Todmorden 


Dodson, Henry Percy, Liverpool, ( Cotton Merchant. July 23 at 3 at office of Har-. 
mood and iC, North John st, gr 


rd, Manager of Iron Works. July 16 at 
11 at wit at office of Mallard anc and ey Newhall chbrs. —— 


Friedenburg, Emilie Alexan New I Bond st, Millin 11 at 3 at office of 
Munton and Morris, Queen Vi 


pay jens John William, Oakley iy OR July 18 at 2 at office of Myers, 
Ho: ft, William, Richmond, A Fee Ae sg tne | at office of March, 

resham bldgs, Basinghall st 
Anstioneer. TaiaeaS at's at office of Addle- 


H William Henry, Manchester. 
pment Warburton, Gon’ Noctolle st, a taosbeane 
, Lancaster, aeeeen July 13 at 1 at Albion Hotel, 
arburton, Crewe 


Isherwood, Thomas, Westlei; 
Piccadilly, Manchester. 

Jacobs, John, Tey verre Saddler. July 16 at 3 at office of Boyes and Child, 
Po . Jerome, Poul 

Sravecinanct st, Commission Agent. July 25 at 3 at office of Mon- 


Jevon, 
: tagu, Buellersbury 





J ee anes, David, 5 mmntan: Groe Grocer. July 13 at 2 at office of Harvey and Co, Fisher st, 
Swansea, ones, 
Judge, Charles, Southborong h, Ket, ~ ors ga July 16 at 12 at office of Cripps, 
Mount Pleasant rd, Tw nbeldige 
Hage, Thos Thomas wea, ar ga he a Collector. July 16 at 3 at office 
Kenn fe Rar hael, Bishopsgate st Without, Watchmaker. July 12 at 12 at office of 
Hodgson, Ely p! Hatton Gardén : 
Lathey, Tom, and William Powell, St Georgie, Gloucester, Coal Merchants. 
Faly | is at 11 at office of Salisbury, Broad st, Bristol 
Leivers, George, Nottingham, out of business. July 10 at 3 at office of Norman, 
Middle ig nee Nottingham 
Love, David, Maesyewmmer, Monmouth, Mason. July 13 at 12 at office of Mor- 
gan and Scott, ‘h st, Cardiff 
Mayatt, John H Oebiord, Kent, Grocer. July 17 at 12at6, Arthur st East, 
Lenin D Bridge. , apes Go. Adalside pl, ph. on B: 
Miller, William ip nce ga ems tame Do =, Mavenpoehs ers. July 16 att 
ui office of Lag p Nok bidgs, Liverpool 
Morris, Arthur, Grocer. aes he 16 at 10.30 at Masons’ Arms Tavern, Masons’ 
Morrow, Isaac yaal se nd Joseph Henry Griffin, Lit g oy 
and J ose; vi 
23 at 2 ‘at Law Association Rooms, Gook st, Liv 
Monsely, Edward J: h, StaBond, Grocer. July 13 at 11 at Vine Inn, Vine 
tafford. mone and Co, Stafford “e ms 
Needham, Fred H ttoft, Lincoln, Farmer. July 13 at 4 at Windmill Hotel, 
Alford. Je ‘Alford sie y 
Nett Frederick < Hill, Bradford, Plumber. July 16 at 3 at office of Wright, 
ary er on, Chester, Coal Dealer. July 12 at 3 at office 
faiioreand West leg ues can sf, Bir onl ee eat 4 at 10 at 
cholls, ’ m, nr ri 
“2 of Grew, Eastgate, Barnsley 
Pa; ti i lane, Butcher. July 16 at 3 at office of Cooke, 
Peverele, J eg = inghene, PMsnshent. July 16 at 8.80 at Midland Hotel, 
aera cae, Longton, 8 tatford, ae July 17 at 3 at Copeland Arms 
nm 
~Ay ho fe Fg in boyy, og July 
ia at 3 ot Temperance Hall, , Greengate st, Barrow in Furness. Barrow 
— William, Roos in Holde Y Butcher. J 17_ at 3 at office of 
»Bowialley lat Kingston a a Hull 
"oie a Augustus Sam dward, Li Bmw ig stom Marshens. F aay, 27 at 3at 
of Sod and Oo Johm st, st, ee oneal eas and Co, Liver- 
rn al Thomas, Gildersome, nr Leeds, Grocer, July 16 ati at Law Institution, 
‘Mibien pl Leeds. Appleton, Leeds 
Saunders, William. Norwich, Box Maker’s Manager. July 16 at 12 at office 
of Bavin poy Da: eynee, er Meadow, Norwich 
Schofield, Lowe ft — =f Lancaster, Tobacconist. July 17 at 8 at office of Hodg- 


son, Yorke st 


Schoield, William. Beckenham, Kent, Builder. July 16 at 3 at St Michael's Hall, 
Geo chonisls. om oan V. 


a bard st. Bellon’, Ge 
1eensbury, York, out of ne aly 21 at S at office of Moore, 
bert, Sunderland, Durham, Painter. July 16 at 1 at office of Fairclough, 
oentos New Church rd, Camberwell, Builder, J 1G at 3 at 
& eater ona ane pte Sacpmias _ 
sintice oe Gotham, Nottingham, Machinist. July 17 at 12 at office of 
rgetwidh Stafford, Booka, July 14 at 11 at office of 
mts omae Vi Soe 
Suge 4 f Essex, Coppersmith, July 18 at 12 at office of 
ms 
v4 ng ee Builder. July 13 at 3 at office of Jaques, Temple 
Dewsbury, Pork Butcher. July 19 at 11 at office of Pollard, Nel- 


ae % 
Ad athe wine eae July 17 at 3 at 





Terton 
son chb: 
Th 
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SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


July 10.—Messrs. BLAKE, Happock, & CARPENTER, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Free- 
hold ps pone see advertisement, June 30, p. 4). : ” 

July 10. TEWSON, FARMER, & BRIDGEW. at the Mart, at 
2 p.m., Freehold and old Prope see advertisement, June 16, p. 13). 
July 10.—Messrs - DRIVER old Properties (see advertise- 

ments, June 16, and this “Week, p. 4 
July 10—Messrs. . & A. tokens ob the ae at2p.m., Freehold Estate (see 
vertisement, June 16 p. 6). 
— .—Messrs. James BEAL & Son, at the Mart, at1 p.m., Freehold Property 
uy advertisement, June 16, p. 8). 
July 11. a oe = wun & GOULDING, at the Mart, at 1 p.m., Reversion (see ad- 
une 30, p. 
aH 11.—Messrs. EDWIN Fox & BovsFIEtp, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold 
tly ie see el gd June 16, p. 5}. 
2.— essts. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS , CLARK, & Co., at the Mart, ve Wi 
id Properties (see adv ertisemenit, June 16, D 8; and this week, 
eae C. C. & T, Moork, at the Mart, at 1 for 2 p.m, Pecduoli and 
Leasehold Estates er advertisement, this week, p. oF. 
July 12.—Mr. ae atthe Mart, at 2'p. ™m., Freehold perty (see advertise- 
ment, June 16, p 
July 13.—Messrs. DANIEL SMITH, Son, & OAKLEY, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold 
Sy spat, Bed (see advertisement, og hm oy bf front page). = 
—_ 13.— , MASTERMAN, GIBBS & Co., at Manchester, Leasehold Property 
see advertisement, June 30, p. 4). 











BIRTHS, eet AND DEATHS. 


IRTHS. 
TaTHAM. at he at Milbrook House West-hill, Highgate, the wife of Thomas 
me m, 8, gry et Sn ln th oe of 
_ a mansions, 
sian Trenton, errant law, ofa MAREN vereigan, berate |® 
—May a cow e wife rm 0 
at-law, of a daughter. a 
DEATHS. 


Snurpson.—June 27, suddenly, at Beaufort Toure As dra-park, late of Gore 
House, Greenheys, Mane ester, Richard 8 ps0 aot 64, mn 

Witt1aMs.—June 28, at Coppa comer, Stoker illiams, solicitor, late of 16, 
Bedford-row, London, aged 87 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Frmay, June 29, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Bluff, Robert, Clerkenwell rd, Drapers’ Bust Manufacturer. PetMay17. Pepys, 


July 
: a ‘Thomas, Gt James st, Bedford row, Auctioneer. Pet June 25. Murray. 
oer e La Coste, Eastbourne ter, Paddington. Pet June 26. 


Seu. 30 
lebone ter. Pet Mar3. Brougham. July1 
Sieve asi ee Ball Knightsbridge, of no occupation. Po pny Pg 
Brougham a 
Hagben, Denise nad dsiheg Charies | Harben, Gt Tower st, Provision Mer- 


une 23. Deer. Jul at 11 
Shrubb, Samad] John, Duns ra. Kentish Town, Actuary. Pet June19. Pepys. 


July i1 
y To Surrender in the Country. 
p Gocewa, Powe and Sam i, Svire Southam, Manchester, Drysal: 
Pet a end Sepeel Gvice & 19 at neve. 
Bennett, Jo i Sol, Liverpool, General Merchant. Pet June 26, Cooper, Liverpool, 
4 Frederick, Bristol, Colonial Prod: Broker. 
W: it. P ag EX 11 Piada Pes 3 _ Tye Fung 9. 
mE 16 at Soe st - 


Hockmentyize, York, Maltster. Pet June 23. with 


ee whic, 
Yarmouth, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Pet June 


orlledge. Mae ie Yarmouth, July 11 at 12 
radford, CornMerchant. PetJune27. Lee. Bradford, 
TUESDAY, July 8, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
Pee Surrender in London 
th Kensington, Art Furniture Company, PetJune 


Downes, Lime st, 


Wien “an 12 


ames, Donald James Morrison, and Logen Lawes 

a Pet Junew, Bi Broughem. July 20 at 12 
George, Miles lane , Tobacconist. Pet June 2%. Hazlitt. July1s 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Penarth, Glamorgan, Builder. Pet June 29, Langley. 


Beate ‘plemin mm, daly toate” Fender Manufacturer. Pet June 23. 


Desee, Peat Zeeman, 
Candid, & 13 at 12 


p> yh TERE ewton Abbot, Devon, Draper. Pet June 28, Daw. 
Pearson J , Liverpool, Solicitor. Pet June 29. Cooper. Liverpool, July 97 
+” ie amram ae Pet June 2%. Davies, Aberystwith. July 
Rust, when meni anchanree Pet June 90. Bell, Kingston, 


Pag 
, Durham, Beer Merchant. 


Simpson, ga Tam Fa eet Da Pet June 27, Farmer. 
aol Daslendhow Lord St. Leonards, Mortlake. Pet June 26. 


"hile "Fuly 20 Ay li 





BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fray, June 29, 1883. 
Rudgard, William Dore, Oxford, Gent, June 21 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frinay, June 29, 1883, 
Alpobrook, J Zoom, » Satow, Stafford, Greengrocer. July 12 at 11 at 


Bright, Burton-on- 
Avison, Ypurton. Stretford, nr Manchester, Baker. . July 18 at 3 at office at 
bert, st, Mphacter 


Baldwin, Arthur, , Islington, Licensed Victualler. J iin 
Parkes and amey pa ~ tn : 


office of 

Bannister, Charles Christo oo wold, York, Butcher, July 19 
York Hotel, Market pl, " 

Bastin, Worcester, Ha . July 12 at 11 at office of Corbett, Ay 
House the ‘Worcester 

Bell, Robert William, Oxford, Draper. July 13 at 12 at 99, Cheapside, 


Bellis, Joseph John, jun, Wrexham, Tailor. wy, 10 at 8 at Dog and F 
Hotel, C © Manchester. Wall, W: 
d, Essex, Printer, eFtly 11 at 2 at Guildhall 


Gresham Van s inn sq " 
Boat Robert, cer am, ays ae Manufacturer. July 11 at 11 a 
re) onnor, : 

Boon, David, Hanley, Stafford, Grocer. July 13 at 11.30 at office of Snow, 0 


de, Hanle a 
Boud, John Tey, Cinderford, Gloucester, Ironmonger. July 12 at 12 at the 
Inn, Gloucester. 5 .-. dring, erford 
Bowyer, yitien, ittle Thurlow, Suffolk, Farmer. July 14 at 11 at Rose 
Crown Gt Thurlow. Fenn and Co, Newmarket a4 
Box, James ang dh St tae, ohn mage Clerkenwell, Provision Merchant. Julyiég 
at office of Burn and Be: ‘ancras lane, Bucklersbury ; 
dd, Th ottine bul Gorn Dealer. July 11 at 3,30 at 


and 
jurton, Frederick James, don, Window Bind Maker, July 24 at 3 
of Hare, Metal Ex oiles Leadenhall av ue, = ss 
- x, George Wi Lime tiffkey, Norfolk, Grocer, uly 18 at 8 at office “— 
wan 
bers, Charles Ja John, W: Durham, Builder, July 11 at 3 at ¢ 
Edgar, ar, filver st, Bishop yy Ulington, =e =" 
Cornet, ae ouis, Southwark bridge rd, Shirt Manufacturer, 
2 te & ‘office of Hanson, King st, Cheapside. Myers, Gresham b 


Czerwinsky, Louis, Barnsley, York, Hairdresser, Tuly 17 at 8 at office ot Linley 
e 


Dazign,: vai Ed Gordon rd, Stoke Newington, Solicitor’s Clerk, Julpy 
of Court Hotel, Holborn mm. Williams, Cecil st, Strand a 
Davies, William, —— de, Carmarthen, Grocer. July 18 at 10.90 at offied 
Davis, Barnet, 5 ae July 16'at 3 at offlee of Prat 
poten, Old Jewry chbrs. Raphael, Moorgate s t 
kin, James, J hn Deakin, flis’and Hi Deakin, 
Par Ne wich, Sal t+ Manufacturers. July 12 at 12 at office of Fletcher, 


Death, ing Reading, Berks, Baker, July 14 at 8 at office of Newman, 

Denton, Joseph, Harvey Denton, ont. Walter Denton, Ecclesfield, York, Tiltes, 
Taly 11. at 11 at office cf Webster andS Sheffield 

Devonald, George James, Bristol, Warehouseman. Ji uly 10 at 12%at on 
Brittan and Co, Small st, Bristol 

Dorer, Dominic, and Berthold Dower t, Notingham, F ‘urniture Dealers. July 10 j 
8 at office of Stevenson, Eldon ch’ ate, Geller, July 

Dorr James, St Leonard’s on ee omex uly 18 at 3 at Gaile 
hal ham st. 

Doubleday, 
July 12 Me Sat bey of Kg te 

Dye ud, Lucy, Haxby, Brick Maker. July 13 er 11 lat office of Wood, Pavemeal, 

or! 
len, William Frederick, High Holborn, Tobacconist. July 16 at’2 at office a 


Ed 
Linklater and Co, Wal 
Ed fara, Jannes, s Bimnad Licensed Victualler sy oh 00 sie 


Gabe Lewis and 
00, High om sit Lewis, Hy 9 or a 


isa 7 aay Fe 2 Exley, Pater, yr, Yorke Builders. July 12 at 
Exley, ay Bociety, and Roos Oe Chatjel f "Ba Stone, and 
Merchants, Tele aa ot 19 of Low Bocloty, iy, Bat ta 7 : 
Farley Sora Warnborough, nt Odiham, Hants, Butcher. July 1 
iy a Surgeon's Assistant. July isl 


12 area Ni ae 
Gantlet, Thomas oe st, Hunlico, Builder. July 19 ab aah n 
Cees tee ™ Vanderpiamp, 
Samrat, Row in the Mann, tes Cons Maden, July 
11 at aS oreton the Marsh. > Tilsley ereton in the 
Goaree Weenk, Queen’s pF Baysw r, Upholstarer ‘uly 20 ai 
Gu st. Gush and Co, ins 
Glinister, Geo mtg ee and William Wymond Boy: feng lane, 8: 
bs pong “ay Sania cca ps 
Gord Leeds, Greengrocer. July 12 at 1 at office of Rooke al 


ot, Lots 
Lock Manufacturer. Tuly 19 at 8 at office of Wik: 
io aa” Nottingham, out of business, July 16 ati 
ittingham, wement, N. ‘ham 8 
ar Horace, Ore, wee July 17 at 8 a¢ office of Neve, Londoash 
Hayward, George Stafford, Basket Maker, Jul 10 at 2b Swan Oar 

nercial otal haw ot, Biren ea, Twynam, Staff afford. 

Hes Wittew’ un, ware Dealer. July dat 3 at off 


of Sam "Price, cess st, Manchester 
Came, Victualler., July 16 at 12 at ofeed 


Hewett, 

Batchelor, ‘ort st, 

Hopeen, H vod of no occupation, July sna 
at office of Henderson, Berkeley vom, GI Glou 

Hutchinson nt Licensed Victualler, July! 


, Sutton Cheney, 
te Ri Mor pl, FT tin 


sip, Marv, Camden gay Shepherd's Bush July 14 at 11 at office of Davis, 


‘3 




















at 


in 
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e, Morpeth, Banker’s Clerk. July 11 at 3 at office of Webb, New- 


, Mi 
" d Emily Eliza Davies, Manchester, Boot Deal July 11 at 
g of Johnson BY ety Augustus. ae Sante agg ses 
an 9 9 
y ns: ob Terminas goed Gannon st. Freeman and Dicker, Gutter lan 
Houndediteh, Gtationee. July 18 at 2 at office of Ashdown, Gresham 


Urry a pte. Advertisement Contractor. July 20 at 3 at Crown 


ie by ~~ = July 12 at 12.30 at office of Henderson, 


st, Gloucester 
William, Stretford, nr Manchester. July 23 at 3 at office of Heywood, 
Mat a Manche xi 
North Luffenham, Rutland, Painter. July 13 at 10 at 
. Stamford 
inster, Baronet. July 24 at 2 at 
< 
Butcher. July 11 at 3 at office of 
Draper. July 11 at 12 at office of 
Tronmo: July 12 at 3 at Com- 
sete, Base mnonger. J uly 12 at 3 at Com 
July 17 at 3 at 


gto 
Oliver Cro ve, Lordship lane, East 
li at i] at Mullen's hg, Brn ) rao Mars- 


John, ecics % m Btder J a 11 at 1 at the Grand Hotel, Bristol. Burch, 
William, Birmingham, Fruiterer. July 13 at 3 office of Fallows, Cherry st, 


nr Rotheshes, York, Licensed Victualler. July 
Se Denn Ge erham 
eee July 13 at 12 at office of Collins, 
ae Beton hill, _—_ *  eemueees July 11 at 11 
borough st, Rogat s 
cary, New ewington Butts, Gas Ps uly 12 at 2 at office of Kent, 


Socens’ Ernest, and Frederick Enoch, Adelaide st, Strand, Advertise- 
f geil July 19 at 2.30 at Guildhall "Tavern, Gresham st. Emanuel 


> val h ap Lowthian, ‘South Sait Bank York, Grocer. July 12 at 3 at office of 
mn, Gaeurt 8 ter, Mi 
‘Leicester, Dra Draper. July 16 at 3 at office of Wright and 
“ — a Merchant. July 17 at 3 at office of Lumley and 
st, Bon 
ter, Grocer. July 10 at 11 at office of Andrew, Bedford circus, 
Not ame out of business. July 10 at 12 at office of 


nm, Eldon chbrs, Not 
Richard, W: = Tacha, Grocer, July 11 at 11.30 at office of 


, Silver st, = "Auckland 
George, Yeovil, Somerset, Tea Dealer. July 12 at 2 at 177, Fleet st. 
‘e0 
Bristol, Draper. July 7 at 12 at office of Evans, Exchange blgs 


Bisho; te st Within, Oil and Tallow Broker. Ji 6 at 12 at 
vern, ons’ avenue, Basinghail st. Knight, Quality ct, 


Rathbone pl, Oxtomt of Licensed Victualler. Oct 22 at 2 at 
of Hart and Co, Moorgate Harlin 
Robert, Tee en Merioneth, er. July 13 at 3 at office of 
an , Hig’ 
Ete on 9Atickland, Du Dapham, Architect. July 10 at 11.30 at 
iver spighop Auck ucklan 
2.9 sat sb of ie Rields, No a aes Ble 
at office 0: 
‘ine Highlever, x3 sang Hct July Oat 8 ab Anderten’s 


ton bi Cipapery lan 
Cockendes, uly 12 at 2 at office of Carrane, 


i Herbert ‘ortner, ope ‘wes Spfiora, Jéverpest Chronometer 
ars. July 10 at 2 at office of wick and Thomas, Harrington st, 


y, Derby, Potter. July 18 at 11 at office of Heny, Market place, 
cls, Howadadizeh, Fen ey Goods Dealer. July 26 at 12 at Cannon st 
on st. Dele, Finsbury circus 

ool, Su Surgeon. July 18 at 12 at office of Edmondson 
land, Grocer. July 18 at2 at office 

on m Chester, Traveler, July 16 at 3 at office of 
tangy Sac Cee Tor wut — 
ay ie" & 2 "a office of Phillips, Ben- 
Builder. July 13 at 2 at office of Hobbs, Clare st, 
gathnr, Wolverhampton, Grocer. July 13 at 11 at office of Rhodes, Queen 
, Tunstall, out of business, July 7 at 11.45 at office of Hollins- 
_ New Brentford, Grocer. July 11 at 11 at office of Hughes, 














2 alaneom House Ki July 10 at12 at office 
Temple st imine ban, Walter, Birming! 
Bro ma Megha . Chester, Shoe Dealer. ayn 16 at 3 at office of 
wn ‘an 
use, amie, od Stafford, Licensed Victualler, July 12 at 11 at 
Ben, anley ondwike, York, Joiner. July 13 at 8 at office of Sykes, Heck- 


TUESDAY, July 3, 1883. 
York, arg July 17 at 2 at Royal Oak Hotel, 


ronald, en . 

. nna rt wo Hate, Binckra July ws 3 - ~ 
muftolk: st, Ro ‘ul 

Andiows and Mason, Ir sa Bk lane, Cheapside, John st, 
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eee 


lee Lapel ante aE gone 
Gt Dover st, Surrey, Milliner 


Bishop. J 30 age July 20 at 11 at 145, Cheapside. somos 


® | Bowater, a ee Stafford, out of employment. July 16 at 11 at 
ares ee oe July 19.8t 3 at office of Mole 
The Bull st Derby G Coal Dealer. July 17 at 11 at office of Scott, Vic~ 


Hesilrige, pg oe ate Mineral Water Agent. July 

17 at 3 at office bee: uckby, Gallowtree gate 

Oarington, Benjamin Golding, Igewich, Gamo Dealer. July 18 at 2 at office of © 

ollard, St Lawrence st, Ipswi 

PP ann oe gg tome Maidstone, Builder. July 16 at 12 at 72, King st, Maidstone. 

Monckton and Co, Maidstone 

= at Builder. July 16 at 2.30 at office of Jones, Eldon chbrs, 
louces' 


on, Rieeinahoms: 1 Licensed Victualler. July 16 at 3 at office of 
Rowlands = d Co, Colmore ro 
Ot ae Thomas, Castle Hill, Ealing, Builder. July 19 at 10 at office of Woodbridge, 


h st, aod Brentford 
Crabtree, Jam: Todmorden, York, Cotton Manufacturer. July 18: 
hall, Todmorden 


pt ot Black 


wood, 
at 10.30 at office of Eastwood, Masonic 


Dodson, Henry Percy, Liverpool. — Merchant. July 23 at 3 at office of Har- 
mood and iGo, North John st, erpool 

Finnemore, Wednes , Stalford, Manager of Iron Works. July 16 at 
li at office of and Corbett —— chbrs, B: 

Friedenburg, exandrina, New Bond st, Milliner. July 11 at 3 at office of 
Munton and Morsis, Queen Vii ia st 

mite, Dow John William, Oakley st, Chelsea. July 18 at 2 at office of Myers, 
Cannon st 

Ho tt, William, Biles Pine ae Daly dhe ot ey Stan, 

Hugh a uides ES ‘Aust Sulpe® at 8 at office of Addle- 

ioneer, 
eee Wark Warburton, fon Noctelk st, Esher 
Piccadilly, Manchester Grocer. July 13 at 1 at Albion Hotel, 


Lancaster, 
Man arburton, Crewe 
Tagobs, John, aio, Saddler. July 16 at 3 at office of Boyes and Child, 
Poultry. 7. Jerome, 


qo Commission Agent. July 25 at 3 at office of Mon- 


tagu, Bue ersbury 
sepan Des David, pen Ge Grocer. July 13 at 2 at office of Harvey and Co, Fisher st, 


Jon 
Ju Charles, enthnerongh, Kent. Grocer. July 16 at 12 at office of C:ipps, 
=e Pleasant rd, Tunbridge Wells 
sg William, Se, Hpmaaten, Stationer’s Collector. July 16 at 3 at office 
a anchi 
Raphael, Bishopsante st Without, Watchmaker. July 12 at 12 at office of 
Hatton Garden 


Hodgson, 
Lathey, ny Bly a. William Powell, St George, Gloucester, Coal Merchants. 
July 13 at 11 at office of Salisbury, Broad st, Bristol 


Leivers, George, Nottingham, out of ate July 10 at 3 at office of Norman, 
Middle Migs nee Nottingham 
Love, David, “= ras NES ae, Se Monmouth, Mason. July 13 at 12 at office of Mor- 


gan and 
Mayatt, John H ‘Faw Kent, Grocer. July 17 at 12at6, Arthur st East, 
Lond ion Bud 7 age, hay and Go, Adelaide 1, on B: %y 
og Do July 16 at 1 
at oll of B of Beadey, oe bidgs, Li 
orris, Arth th, Grocer. ce ees ee 
avenue, “Bastnghall ree Titley, 
Morrow, Isaac Jackson, eckson, and Joseph Hh Griffin, Tre Bon Roion Liven 
23 | 2 at Law Associati mas, Gook st, 
ein Edward J b. Seatord. Grocer. July 13 at 11 at Vine Inn, Vine 
Stafford. Hand and bo Stafford _~ sn 
Taols, Lincoln, Farmer. July 13 at 4 at Windmill Hotel, 
ck Hl, Bradford, Plumber. July 16 at 3 at office of Wright, 


Jevon, 


gt , West Melto ocan a, Birkcniiond Milliner. July # at 10 at 
aioe Wi ar a 


Page, Bichoes herton, evap lane, Butcher. July 16 at 3 at office of Cooke, 
inn sq 
Porat tam.” Haigh, Birmingham | July 16 at 3.30 at Midland Hotel, 
a 
Pointon, omas, Longton, § pag RR ag July 17 at $ at Copeland Arms 
PL | are Yeast. July 


ae — poche, ood «ny 
Barrow 


Pie sh bab Incgenee dn, Greengate st, Barrow in Furness, 
— Roos in a ee Jay tS eS 


Sten Maxahoan.. 2 27 at Sat 
nals ai el Kaipands 14verpooh Ov teaew 7 She 


gy or @ July 16 ati at La 
ee ©, nr Leeds, Grocer, July w Institution, 
chee Willig Natio Box M shen’ Managee, July 16 at 12 at office 
July 17 at 3 at office of Hodg- 
iliam, Beckenham, K ent, Builder. (F Oy ae Sat Bs ehere Th, 
Lombard st. Tickontsl and Sonene, 
swans , Srasensbury, York, out of business, aly 21 at Sot offen of Moore, 
n 
w, Robert, goaennend, Durham, Painter. July 16 at 1 at office of Fairclough, 
aman et eanaera 
Tavett, New Church rd, Camberwell, Builder, July 16 at 3 at 


ce of and 
Smith, Robinson, eae a ottingham, Machinist. July 17 at 12 at office of 
wich, Stafford, Bookseller. July 14 at 11 at office of 


came 
sued, Thomas Y eran Victoria a Baesx, Copperemith. July 18 at 12 at office of 


“oy — Builder. July 18 at 3 at office of Jaques, Temple 
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Lavender rd, Battersea 


William, Bristol, Beer Retailer. July 16 at 2 at office of Clifton and 


Tet alam, pate 


Turner, Joseph, Barrow in Furness. ne, gay ove July 12 at 11 at 








, Richard, Lavender rd, Battersea, Wheelwright. July 18 at 2 at 12, 
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i 





SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 


The Faculty pronounce ot * he most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible bev or Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and inyaluable for invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates, keeps bet only = in all climates, and is four times 
the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED with 

tarch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER than such Mixtures. 

Made teatpabemepadty with boiling water, a teaspoonful 

Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

Copossras 4 ie aLa Teueen is the most delicate, digestible, 
chea and may be taken when 
richer pHa is ato to pronibteed. 

In tin packets at 1s. 6d., 3s., 5s, 6d., &c., by Chemists 
and Grocers. 

Charities on § 


Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZE 


* 00 10, Adam-street, London, W.0 





Leasehold Fe ola nega consisting of Dwelling- 
houses, nN Nos. 106 and 108, Walton-street, 
0s. 


compton 2 35 and 87, rompton ; 
S2, Dranewidlr-atess, Stamford-stree 





First-street, Bro 
ye 32, Radn Chelsea; and,.Nos. 24, 25, an 
t, Blackfriars, 
mostly let to tenants of long standing. 
ene. FREDERICK A. MULLETT, 
ts CO. will SELL _ by AUCTION, 
at the MART, ), on FRIDAY, JULY ey the 


at TWO 
e Lots, the above ete ‘HOLD 


articulars and conditions of —_ Ana be obtained 
shortly, of Messrs. Parkin, P. & "Woodhouse, 
Solicitors, 5, New-square, Linco! ow W.C.; atthe 
yy - and a ey * Auctioneers and Surveyors offices, 

on-house, uare re 
Lia). wo» 





Sales for the Year 1883. 


M ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEW ATER beg to announce 
that their SLES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Sub’ and Country Houses, B Premises, 
per ng Boe Land, a. Advowsons, Reversions, 
d other , will be held at the 
Auction Mare” Vehanionse: ouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 
land, in the City of London, as follows :— 


Tuesday, July 10 
Tuesday, Jay 4 
Tuesday, 


Tuesday, Jury 3 | 
Tuesday, Aug. 7 


serene hn IER Te besides those 
paps ey say prem gy oy id be given, 
n order sure ty riod between 
suck nc snc nnn mu, of erate, cooraty | 
upon the o to be 

bx ar Cheapside, London, ” 


Tuesday, Oct. 16 

y, Nov. 6 
Tuesday, Nov. 20 
Tuesday, Dec. 11 





ne ROOMS 
Music, and 


Wer aan Art, ot LRICRST SQUARE, LONDON, 


MEssts PUTTICK & SIMPSON beg tc 
announce that the above rooms are daily for 

of all kinds of Literary and Art Proparty, 
dened Bale ar Auction. 


am F P. & 8. feo! aavared that ledge 
(gained only experience extensi 
eee miareeeh aaa cree 
to solicitors and others such property entrusted tc 
thelr que wit beanunaeh & for sale in the most advan- 
tageous manner. 


Valuations for 
ov tenant Probate or Legacy Duty, or for Public 


Eetasiisuxp (1x Prccap1i1x) 1794, 


ESTABLISHED 1825. 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 
MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 
200, 208, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 


Estimates and faye, onto age ol entirely Fur- 
nishing Residences, C bers, Offices, & 


—PAINTING, DECORATING, & HOUSE REPAIRS.— 





Bedroom Furniture, including Bedstead and 
Bedding, from £7 10s, per set. 
THIRTY LABGE 6H SHOW ROOMS, 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


200, 208, and 204, Tottenham Court-road, London, W, 
N.B.—Household Furniture Warehoused or Removed 
on reasonable terms 


Fh tg Oak Furniture, Reproductions from Ancient 
igns, &c. 





BOW, OLD FORD, and BECKENHAM, 

Re He James Tolley, =. deceased.— Valuable 
Freehold and Leasehold Estates, comprising resi- 
dences business, ve onecraly and dwelling houses, also 
building land. 


HSES. C. 0. & T. MOORE will SELL 
UCTION, at the MART, on THURS- 
DAY, Ry iy 12, at ONE for TWO, two RESI- 
DENCES, 26 and 27, Coborn-street, Bow-road, No. 
26 underleased at £6, No. 27 let at £34, term 43 years, 
re seer £12; a semi-detached nine-roome 
dence, with long garden, 16, Addi n=! 
Bow, ann value £42, possession on completion, 
term 64 years, und-rent £5; the desirable gomnee 
— , with residence adjoining, kn: 
Addington Ho ouse, corner of Addington n-road, 
Bow, let on lease at £65, term 64 years, ground-ren‘ 





£5; a Freehold House, with stable, 24, Ford-road, 
Old “Ford, let at £8148; a Freehold ion oa 52, 
Hewlett-road, Old Fo “Tet at £31 4s.; three Free- 


hold Houses, 155, 157, and 159, St. Stephen s-road, let 
at £42 18s,; and seven plots of Freehold Land, each 
pong 18 feet frontage to Marlowe-road, Becken- 


Particulars of Messrs. wee, 
Solicitors, 66, Cannon-street, E 
at the Auctioneers’ Offices, 144, 


ping, ii Mart; an se 
a e 
Grito ona Anam i by 





Solicitors, Trustees, Liquidators, sot Others are re- 
uested to notice that SALES by AUCTION will 
held at the AUCTION MART, conden, E.C., = 


ESSRS. STANLEY, ROBINSON, & CO. 


—June 25, J 
ctober November aly 38, As 
Life Policies, Ann Senauien. 


Shares, Stocks 
and Debentures, free of any , if not sold; it 
sold, 24 per cent. on the amount but no com- 
mission to be less than 2s. 6d. hold and 
Leasehold Estates, &c., upon cod o terms, which 


y be known on app! plication * te offices of the 
Anstioncera, P oultry, and 24, 
Queen Vi London, E ZO. 





[yy Bases. JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 
pn, Wotan AS ACTON 
; Mondays, Wednesday. : cal 


are — on 8s, Thursdays, 
Fridays. 
The ateniien of Solicitors, Executors, Trustees, and 
called to this read: 


others ly y means for the 
tape &roperty of aces and other c 


consequence of ney of their Sales, aie 
wee peste Be Ho largo or emall quantities os | ond 
short notice (if required). 


Valuations for Probate or Transfer. Terms on appli- 
cation to the City Auction Rooms (established 1708), 38 
and 39, hurch-street, E.C. 

Mesars. Johnson & Dymond beg to notify that their 
Auction ane = yore oe ee Goods ggg 


hold and O Bedding, &c. 
held on oak fo of ibe the week (8 ys excepted). 


j-» are 





er 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE » Br 334 « MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London &¢, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL’S DITO, | 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERQY GOWM, 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDOD. 
















Valuable Freehold and Leasehold Estates, > 
ESSBS. C. 0. & T. MOORE will SEL] and 1} 

by AUCTION, at the MART, on THUR. 4a 
DAY, JULY soy 12, at ONE for TWO, the} followiy i siliti 


MILE aint ROAD. —The substantial block 
roperty, ey seven er with attractin 
Bhops, 254 zoe leven Nos. um Mile-end-road, . 


Tenses ab £942 10s, essees paying all ow 

ears. Ground-rent £10 10s. 

80 jolicttors, Messrs. F. R. Smith & Son, 40, ‘Aide 
oe EPTTALFIELDS. — Freehold Estate, 

eight Dw -houses, and four Houses and 

Nos. 2 and 4, eye 11, 12, and 13, 

row; 34, 35, 36, and 87, Shephi erg 1 and} 

Shepherd’s-place ; and 14, Butler-street 

and — © Comm: -street. 


landlord paying rates.— 
Solicitor, ‘We Welbury J. Mitton, Esq., 2, 


8 

LAC WALL. + ore five-roomed Houses, 
eres, 3 | 1 sg 11 arrington “pies Rus 
sell-s' Leva 4 aa 10s. Term53years. Gr 
rent £33, o8. Vendor's 7: eae Messrs. Lewis &6 sor 


Wil 
ST) TAGENEY. —The nine-roomed 
with gardens in rear and in front, ra AS Rea 
ward-road. Rental value £45. Term 
rent only £2 2s. el Vendor's Soliaitors, 
Shaen. oscoe, & Co., 8, Bedford-row, 
UPBER CLAPTON —The is-roomed. Re 
with good Kae summer house, gre 
garden with lawn, greenhouse, and shed, 
wold-road, Upper Clapton. Term 70 o ree 
rent ony £1 ver se atone Bol citor, H. 
., 5an ucklers 
S Freshekd’” seven 
pr hig te Came al -cottages, Markf 
Let at £44 4s.—Vendor’s Solicitor,” John B 
Esq., 13, Great pugat-girest, Base rd-row, 
LOUGHTON.—Re J. 










m=: 
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ed 
a 







SPRESEEPR 


Avila, .~ dec 

Freehold 13-roomed ihechion with stable, 

houses, outhouses, flower and kitchen garde 

whole covering one acre, known as 
Boglend: s-lane. » Lonsh eon. Possession on cox 
endor’s Soli citor, Samuel Prentice, Esq. 
HOUGHTON A plot f Frochold Building lt 
— ot 0 ) i 

y by a de a th, 


Pees a fron’ of 160ft., 
: i 





Upper Park-r = 
Vendor's Solicitors, 
Barker, 3, Bishopsgate-street Without, E.C. 

Particulars of Vendors’ Solicitors, as above. s : 
xr os at the Auctioneers’ Offices, 144, 


——— 









Sales for the year 1883. 
SSRS. JOSHUA BAKER & WILKIN. 


E 
\ i SON (late Baker & Sons, of Kilburn) bo 5 
nounce that their AUCTIONS of FREEHOLD, 
and Copyhold PROPERTIES, Reversions, Life I 
r Investments, will take place at the 
> oo eine Bank, on the following days :— 


vent July 25 | Wednsday Oct 10 | Wednsday Nov} 
ednsday Aug 15 | Wednsday Oct 24 Weinaday ty 
Wodnedes per 29] W dnsday Nov 7 | Wednsday 


Wednsday Sept 26 





veh 


Auctions can, if neceanery, be held on other days.—& 
Stephen’s-chambers cs x aaleaiaan Moorgate: 
Bank, E.C., and Kilburn 








BEER Se Be Bee Be esse _ 


